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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
(EXTRA ORDINARY CRIMINAL JURISDICTION)

WRIT PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO. OF 2020
(IN THE MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)
IN THE MATTER OF:-
SANGEETA SHARMA .... PETITIONER
VERSUS ’
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. RESPONDENTS
THE REGISTRAR
DELHI HIGH COURT
NEW DELHI
URGENT APPLICATION
Sir,

Kindly treat the accompanying writ petition as an urgent one as
per High Court Rules. The grounds of urgency are the Anti India
activities of Twitter i.e. Respondent No. 5 promoting separatist and
terrorist twitter handles/accounts on its platform is damaging India’s
integrity, sovereignty, image and therefore destabilizing the country
everyday and Govt. of India has to respond urgently to the aforesaid

threats. |
Y

PETITIONER
Date: 10.09.2020

Through @3
Place: New Delhi /

(DESH RATAN NIGAM &
AWANISH SINHA)

Advocates

LGF-6/33-33A, Vikram Vihar,
Lajpat Nagar-IV, New Delhi-110024
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
(EXTRA ORDINARY CRIMINAL JURISDICTION)

WRIT PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO. OF 2020
(IN THE MATTER OFPUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)
.IN THE MATTER OF:-
SANGEETA SHARMA ..... PETITIONER
VERSUS |
UNION OF INDIA&ORS. ... RESPONDENTS
NOTICE OF MOTION
UNION OF INDIA,
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

A-WING, SHASTRI BHAWAN, NEW DELHI-110001
E-MAIL:-mohammedmuqgeem@gmail.com

Mob:- 9999864964

THROUGH THE STANDING COUNSEL

HIGH COURT OF DELHI

MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE,

THROUGH ITS SECRETARY

4TH FLOOR, A-WING, SHASTRI BHAWAN,
NEW DELHI - 110001,
E-MAIL:-mohammedmuqeem@gmail.com
Mob:- 9999864964

THROUGH THE STANDING COUNSEL
HIGH COURT OF DELHI

MINISTRY OF ELECTRONICS & INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY,
ELECTRONICS NIKETAN,




6, CGO COMPLEX, LODHI ROAD, NEW DELHI - 110003
E-MAIL:-mohammedmugeem@gmail.com

- Mob:- 9999864964

- THROUGH THE STANDING COUNSEL
- HIGH COURT OF DELHI

NATIONAL INVESTIGATION AGENCY,
NIA BUILDING, OPP, LODHI RD,

CGO COMPLEX, NEW DELHI-110003
E-MAIL:-mohammedmugqeem@gmail.com
Mob:- 9999864964

THROUGH THE STANDING COUNSEL

HIGH COURT OF DELHI

SUB: WRIT PETITION (C) NO. OF 2020 SANGEETA
SHARMA VERSUS UNION OF INDIA @ ORS.

Sir,

The undersigned is filing a petition in the above mentioned matter and

the said writ petition is likely to be listed on ................... before the

Hon’ble Delhi High Court.

A complete set of petition along with documents are enclosed
herewith for your necessary action.

Thanking you,

(DESH RATAN NIGAM &
AWANISH SINHA)
Advocates
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
(EXTRA ORDINARY CRIMINAL JURISDICTION)

WRIT PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO. OF 2020
(IN THE MATTER OFPUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)
‘IN THE MATTER OE:-
SANGEETA SHARMA - .....PETTTIONER
VERSUS |
UNION OF INDIA &ORS. ... RESPONDENTS
MEMO OF PARTIES

MS. SANGEETA SHARMA

W/O TILAK RAJ SHARMA

HOUSE NO. 2194, SECTOR-B,

POCKET-II, VASANT KUNJ, NEW DELHI-110070 ....PETITIONER

VERSUS

UNION OF INDIA,

THROUGH ITS SECRETARY

MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS

A-WING, SHASTRI BHAWAN, NEW DELHI-110001

E-MAIL:-mohammedmuqeem@gmail.com
Mob:- 9999864964 '

MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE,

THROUGH ITS SECRETARY

4TH FLOOR, A-WING, SHASTRI BHAWAN,
NEW DELHI - 110001,
E-MAIL:-mohammedmuqeem@gmail.com
Mob:- 9999864964




3.  MINISTRY OF ELECTRONICS & INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY,
ELECTRONICS NIKETAN,
6, CGO COMPLEX, LODHI ROAD, NEW DELHI - 110003
- E-MAIL:-mohammedmugeem@gmail.com

- Mob:- 9999864964

4. NATIONAL INVESTIGATION AGENCY,
NIA BUILDING, OPP, LODHI RD,
CGO COMPLEX, NEW DELHI-110003

E-MAIL:-mohammedmugeem@gmail.com
Mob:- 9999864964

5.  TWITTER COMMUNICATIONS INDIA PVT. LTD.
THROUGH ITS INDIAN REPRESNTATIVE
MS. SHAGUFTA KAMRAN & MS. MAHIMA KAUL,
OFFICE AT - C-20, G BLOCK, NEAR
MCA BANDRA, KURLA COMPLEX,
BANDRA (E), MUMBAI, MAHARASHTRA - 400051
EMAIL:- cramachandran@twitter.com  ........ RESPONDENTS

PETITIONER
Date: 10.09.2020 ‘

| Through
Place: New Delhi w’

(DESH RATAN NIGAM &
AWANISH SINHA)

Advocates

LGF-6/33-33A, Vikram Vihar,
Lajpat Nagar-IV, New Delhi-110024
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
(EXTRA ORDINARY CRIMINAL JURISDICTION)

WRIT PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO. OF 2020
(IN THE MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)

IN THE MATTER OF:-

MS. SANGEETA SHARMA

W/O TILAK RA] SHARMA

HOUSE NO. 2194, SECTOR-B,

POCKET-II, VASANT KUNJ, NEW DELHI-110070 ....PETITIONER

VERSUS

'UNION OF INDIA,
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY
MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
A-WING, SHASTRI BHAWAN, NEW DELHI-110001
E-MAIL:-mohammedmuqeem@gmail.com
Mob:- 9999864964

MINISTRY OF LAW & JUSTICE,

THROUGH ITS SECRETARY

4TH FLOOR, A-WING, SHASTRI BHAWAN,
NEW DELHI - 110001,
E-MAIL:-mohammedmugeem@gmail.com
Mob:- 9999864964 |

MINISTRY OF ELECTRONICS & INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY
THROUGH ITS SECRETARY,

ELECTRONICS NIKETAN,

6, CGO COMPLEX, LODHI ROAD, NEW DELHI - 110003
E-MAIL:-mohammedmugeem@gmail.com

Mob:- 9999864964




NATIONAL INVESTIGATION AGENCY,
NIA BUILDING, OPP, LODHI RD,
CGO COMPLEX, NEW DELHI-110003

E-MAIL:-mohammedmugeem@gmail.com
- Mob:- 9999864964 '

TWITTER COMMUNICATIONS INDIA PVT. LTD.

THROUGH ITS INDIAN REPRESNTATIVE

MS. SHAGUFTA KAMRAN & MS. MAHIMA KAUL

OFFICE AT - C-20, G BLOCK, NEAR

MCA BANDRA, KURLA COMPLEX,

BANDRA (E), MUMBAI, MAHARASHTRA - 400051

EMAIL:- cramachandran@twitter.com  ........ RESPONDENTS

A PIL UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
SEEKING A WRIT OF MANDAMUS OR ANY OTHER WRIT,
ORDER OR DIRECTION AGAINST THE RESPONDENT NOS. 1
TO 4 THEREBY DIRECTING THEM TO TAKE AN ACTION
AGAiNST TWITTER INDIA PVT. LTD. INVOLVED IN
CONSPIRACY OF PROMOTION OF KHALISTANI MOVEMENT
AND DIRECT THE RESPONDENT NOS. 1 TO 4 TO MAKE A
MECHANISM TO CHECK CONTENTS AND ADVERTISEMENTS
WHICH ARE SPREADING ANTI NATIONAL AGENDA, HATRED
AMONGST THE COMMUNITIES, SEDITIOUS, INSTIGATIVE,
SEPARATIST, HATE FILLED, DIVISIVE, AGAiNST THE
SOCIETY AT LARGE AND AGAINST THE SPIRIT OF UNION OF
INDIA.

To
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The Hon'ble Chief Justice and His Lordship’s Companion Judges of
the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature, Delhi at New Delhi.

The humble Petition of the
above named Petitioner. O

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:-

/

1.  That the Petitioner herein is filing the instant writ petition and
public interest and is a citizen of India and permanent resident at
the aforementioned address and are domicile of New Delhi. The
Petitioner approaches to this Hon’ble court through present PIL
under Article 226 of Constitution of India to issue appropriate
-Writ, Order or Direction to the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4 and
Respondent No. 5 in terms of the prayers in the present Writ
Petition. The Petitioner has no personal interest in the litigation
and the petition is not guided by self gain or for gain of any
other person/institution or body and that there ‘is no motive
other public interest in filing the present petition.

2. That since the Petitioner is regular user on social media platform

and source of information are the posts of verified and

authenticated social media account posts and also the
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information of Member of Parliament Mr. Anant Kumar Hegde
available in public domain as well as information from other
sources. The Respondent No. 5 is Twitter Communications India o
Private Limited is a Private Company incorporated on 20 -
February 2013. It is classified as Non-Govt. Company and is
registered at Registrar of Companies, Mumbai. Twitter
Communications  India  Private = Limited's  Corporate
Identification Number is (CIN) U74900-MH2013-PTC240630 and
its registration number is 240630. The Respondent No. 5 is
representing through. Ms. Shagufta Kamran, Ms. Mahima Kaul
who is involved in the issues directly and both are responsible
for all business of Respondent No. 5 in India.

That the present petition is filed for benefit of Indian Citizens
and since these persons are too numerous and have no personal
interest in the matter, they are unlikely to approach this}Hon’ble
Court on this issue. The brazen attack on sovereignty and
integrity in India on twitter platform is to the detriment to the
citizens as a whole. Hence the present PIL. The Respondent No.

1 is the Union of India throﬁgh Secretary, Ministry of Home
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Affairs, Respondent No.2 is the Ministry of Law and Justice,
Respondent No.3 is the Ministry of Electronics & Information
Technology and Respondent No.4 is National Investigation
Agency which is capable of investigating the issues involved. |
That the affective partiés are Respondent Nos. 1 to 5, no other
parties is likely to be affected by the order in the Writ Petition. In
the absence of any mechanism or law prohibiting Twitter Inc.
and/or Twitter Communications India Pvt. Ltd. and other
similar social media platforms from spreading, circulating,
amplifying in the form of advertisement or otherwise which are
-spreading separatist agenda, seditious material, hatred amongst
communities, instigative, divisive against the society at large,
threat to national security and against the spirit of the Union of
India.

That the Petitioner being citizen of India is a regular user of
social media platforms including twitter and therefore
competent to espouse the present cost on behalf of the citizens.
The Petitioner has the means to pay the cause, if any imposed by

court and on an undertaking to the court in that respect. Due to
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inaction of Respondent Nos. 1 to 4 for not having any rule,
circular, notification, mechanism prohibiting fhe Respondent
No. 5 from acting, publishing, circulating the news/ contents/
articles whi;h are contrary to the law of land and also spirit of - |
Union of India and the said platform is being used to call upon
separatist, creating papic in some sections of the society,
challenging the unity, integrity and sovereignty of Union of
India. Currently, the separatist share using the platform of
Respondent No. 5 to communicate the message which calls upon
breaking of India and Respondent No.5 has abetted the act by
| accepting financial gratification and paid advertisements.

That the Petitioner didn’t make any representation to the
Respondents. Since the issue involved in the present petition is a
constitutional issue and dignity of the Nation, which could be
only examined by either Hon’ble Apex Court of the Hon'ble
High Courts including this Hon'ble Court, making a
representation to Respondents would not serve the purpose. The

Petitioner is regularly using the Respondent No. 5 social

platform. Sometimes in the end of April, 2020, Petitioner came to
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know that the Member of parliament Mr. Anant Kumar Hegde
in news stating and commenting about the support of
Respondent No. 5 in Anti National agenda, the Petitioner further
says that after enquiring about the issues, the Petitioner came to 'f
know that the Respondent No. 5’'s server were used for the
promotion of #Khalistan, still there are many users who are
having there user name as kahlistan or similar to Khalistan just
to promote the Anti national activity, the screen snap shot of
various users who are promoting this anti National agenda is
hereby attached and marked as “Annexure-1”. Another tweet
‘done by Twitter user with name mentioned as Gurpatwant
Singh Pannun through his Twitter handle @GPannun. The
screenshot of the tweet is annexed herewith as “Annexure-2".

That in the News report Mr. Anant Kumar Hegde writes to PMO
against Twitter Inc.’s ‘anti-national acts’ The Lok Sabha
member also suggested developing an Indian version of
Twitter to prevent 'digital colonization' of the country on Apr

28, 2020; BJP MP and Lok Sabha member Anantkumar Hegde

has written to Prime Minister Narendra Modi, raising concerns
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about Respondent No.5 alleged interference in free-speech by
targeting nationalistic accounts. Calling the micro-blogging site
“detrimental to India’s strategic interest & democratic fabric of
society,” Hegde presented six points to be considered by the"_.-
PMO while investigating Twitter. These points include selective
targeting of nationalistic Twitter accounts and pro-Indian
handles; suspension of handles belonging to elected
representatives without notice; promotion of slanderous handles
“spewing poison” about the Prime Minister, Home Minister and
CM’s via paid ads; no action against handles spreading
discontent, fake news and objectionable content against any
religion or the country. He also pointed out that Twitter didn’t
receive pro-Khalistan tweets as harshly as the nationalistic ones.
He also attached a Wall Street Journal tweet that said civic
liberties were at stake in India under PM Modi, which wasn’t
removed despite repeated complaints. He also suggested
developing an Indian version of the micro-blogging site with the

help of NIC, CDAC or CDOT to preserve transparency and

prevent “Digital colonization” of the country by Twitter. Hegde
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also stated that his personal Twitter account and that of Policy
Thinktank @CksIndia, which raised the issue of anti-Indian
activities by the site, were also suspended. Hegde requested the
PMO to investigate the motives behind such acts and to ascertaiﬁ
whether the micro-bloggiﬁg site accepts payfnents to promote
anti-Indian,' anti-Modi and anti-BJP tweets. The copy of press
note covering the story of Anant Kumar Hegde Ji is hereby
attached and marked as “Annexure-3” and the Letter by Anant
Kumar hedge ji dated 25.04.2020 is hereby attached and marked
as “Annexure-4”.

-That the Respondent No. 5 is having 3 offices running in India,
which is specially for marketing and other corporate reasons just
for increasing revenue, none of the office are working as a
grievance office to resolve the complaints of users in India, when
Petitioner enquired official website it shows “Grievance Officer
contact information for users in India Twitter International
Company, c/o Jeremy Kessel, One Cumberland Place, Fenian

Street, Dublin 2, D02 AX07, Ireland, grievancé-_officer-in @

twitter.com, Petitioner states that In India there one nearly 35
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million active users in 2019 even though there is no grievance
~cell in India, this shows Respondent No. 5 is not interested to
resolve issues on ground level specially to work within its
territorial jqrisdiction of India.
That many of the #Khalistan and related promotion were still on
Twitter and despite issués being raised by the Member of
Parliament, the Respondeﬁt No. 5 is not serious about the issues
and therefore it has not taken any serious action against the
users. To show that Respondent no. 5 has done something some-
of the users were blocked who were spreading and having users
name related to #Khalistan, the reason of banning were not
declared, for such a ban the Respondent No. 1 having some rules
and after click over the banned icon the Petitioner get an
information which is mentioned as bellow:-
“About country withheld content why might content be
withheld? If you have encountered a Tweet or an account that
has been marked as withheld, you may be wondering what that

means and why that may have happened. With hundreds of

millions of Tweets posted every day around the world, our goal is
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17
to respect wuser expression, while also taking into
consideration applicable local laws. Many countries,
including the United States, have laws that may apply to Tweets
and/or Twitter account content. In our continuing effort to make”,‘. '
our sefvices available to people everywhere, if we receive a valid
and properly scoped request from an authorize/d entity, it may be
necessary to withhold access to certain content in a
particular country from time to time. Such wiihholdings
will be limited to the specific jurisdiction that has issued the
valid legal demand or where the content has been found to violate

local law(s). Transparency is vital to protecting freedom of

expression”

That the Petitioner says that Respondent No. 5 are international
Platform and are easy to access worldwide and therefore, the
Khalistani movement is also being spread throughout United
Kingdom, United states and Canada, mere withholding access
to certain content in a particular country from time to time and
therefore, such withholdings will be limited to the specific

jurisdiction, does not solve the problem. The Respbndent No.5
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are culprit of spreading Khalistani movement and anti National
agenda to public at large and after receiving complaint from
many users, the Respondent no. 5 upheld the account as per the
information‘ itself reveals that the Anti national tweets were".'
upheld only for the Jurisdiction of the India, whether such tweet

ban can solve the problem by banning only in India? Why

Respondent no.5 have not permanently deleted suspend the

users and submitted its détails to Government of India or related

authority? The demand of separation from India, were not only

being promoted in India but it is promoting through various

countries outside India.

That the Respondent No. 5 is responsible for the conspiracy of

Khalistan and thus by doing this Respondent No. 5 is culprit of

abetting the Terrorism in India. The Respondent No. 5 is

Accused of various sections of the Act of the law ‘which are as

follows:-

a. As per Section 107 of the Indian Penal Code
Abetment of a thing.— A person abets the doing of a thing,
who — (First) — Instigates any person to do that thing; or
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(Secondly) — Engages with one or more other person or persons
in any conspiracy for the doing of that thing, if an act or illegal
omission takes place in pursuance of that conspiracy, and in
order to the doing of that thing; or |
(Thirdly) — Intentionally aids, by any act or illegal omission,
the doiﬁg of that thing. |
b. Section 153A of The Indian Penal Code .

Promoting enmity between different groups on ground of
religion, race, place of birth, residence, language, etc., and doing
acts prejudicial to maintenance of harmony. —

(1) Whoever— (a) by words, either spoken or written, or by
signs or by visible representations or otherwise, promotes or
attempts to promote, on grounds of religion, race, place of birth,
residence, language, caste or community or any other ground
whatsoever, disharmony or feelings of enmity, hatred or ill-will
between different religious, racial, language or regional groups
or castes or commuhities, or 1. Subs. by Act 35 of 1969, s. 2, for
section 153A. 41 (b) commits any act which is prejudicial to the
maintenance of harmony between different religious, racial,
language or regional gfoups or castes or communities, and which
disturbs or is likely to disturb the public tranquility, 1 [or] 1 [(c)
organizes any exercise, movement, drill or other similar activity
intending that the participants in such activity shall use or be

trained to use criminal force or violence or knowing it to be likely

that the participants in such activity will use or be trained to use
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criminal force or violence, or participates in such activity -
intending to use or be trained to use criminal force or violence or
knowing it to be likely that the participants in such activity will
use or be trained to use criminal force or violence, against any
religious, racial, language or regional group or caste or”,.. '
commimity and such activity for any reason whatsoever causes |
or is likely to cause fear or alarm or a feeling of insecurity
amongst members of such religious, racial, language or regional
group or caste or community,] shall be punished with
imprisonment which may extend to three years, or with fine, or
with both.

c. 153B of The Indian Penal Code

Imputations, assertions prejudicial to national integration. — (1)
Whoever, by words either spoken or written or by signs or by
visible representations or otherwise,— (a) makes or publishes
any imputation that any class of persons cannot, by reason of
their being members of any religious, racial, language or regional
group or caste or community, bear true faith and allegiance to
the Constitution of India as by law established or uphold the
sovereignty and integrity of India, or (b) asserts, counsels,
advises, propagates or publishes that any class of persons shall,
by reason of their being members of any religious, racial,
language or regional group or caste or community, be denied, or
deprived of their rights as citizens of India, or (c) makes or

publishes and assertion, counsel, plea or appeal concerning the
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obligation of any class of persons, by reason of their being
members of any religious, racial, language or regional group or
caste or community, and such assertion, counsel, plea or appeal
causes ot is likely'to cause disharmony or feelings of enmity or
hatred or ill-will between such members and other persons, shall
be puﬁished with imprisonment which may extend to three years, -'
or with fine, or with both. (2) Whoever commits an oﬁ‘enée
specified in sub-section (1) in any place of worship or in any
assembly engaged in the performance of religious worship or
religious ceremonies shall be punished with imprisonment which
may extend to five years and shall also be liable to fine.

d. 121A of The Indian Penal Code, Conspiracy to commit
offences punishable by section 121.—Whoever within or
without conspires to commit any of the offences punishable by
section 121, or conspires to overawe, by means of criminal force
or the show of criminal force, the Central Government or any
State Government, shall be punished with imprisonment for life,
or with imprisonment of either description which may extend to
ten years, and shall also be liable to fine.

e. Section 124A- of The Indian Penal Code Sedition.—
Whoever by words, either spoken or written, or by signs, or by
visible representation, or otherwise, brings or attempts to bring
into hatred or contempt, or excites or attempts to excite
disaffection towards, the Government established by law in

India, shall be punished with imprisonment for life, to which fine
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may be added, or with imprisonment which may extend to three
years, to which fine may be added, or with fine.

d. THE INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY ACT, 2000,

Section 66F Punishment for cyber terrorism.-

(1) Whoever,- (A) with intent to threaten the unity, integrity, "
security or sovereignty of India or to strike terror in the people or |
any section of the péople by~ (i) denying or cause the denial of
access to any person authorized to access computer resource; or

(ii) attempting to penetrate or access a computer resource

without authorization or exceeding authorized access; or (iii)

introducing or causing to introduce any computer contaminant,

and by means of such conduct causes or is likely to cause death

or injuries to persons or damage to or destruction of property or

disrupts or knowing that it is likely to cause damage or

disruption of supplies or services essential to the life of the

community or adversely affect the critical information

infrastructure specified under section 70; or (B) knowingly or

intentionally penetrates or accesses a computer resource without

authorization or exceeding authorized access, and by means of
such conduct obtains access to information, data or computer

data base that is restricted for reasons of the security of the State

or foreign relations; or any restricted information, data or

computer data base, with reasons to believe that such

information, data or computer data base so obtained may be used

to cause or likely to cause injury to the interests of the
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sovereignty and integrity of India, the security of the State,
friendly relations with foreign States, public order, decency or

morality, or in relation to contempt of court, defamation or

incitement to an 'oﬁfence, or to the advantage of any foreign ..

nation, group of individuals or otherwise, commits the offence of .

cyber terrorism. (2) Whoever commits or conspires to commit
cyber terrorism shall be punishable with imprisonment which

may extend to imprisonment for life.

e. The Unlawful Activities (Pi‘evention) Act, 1967, Section

39- Offence relating to support given to a terrorist Organization
(1) A person commits the offence relating to support given to a
terrorist organization, —

(@) Who, with intention to further the activity of a terrorist
organization, —

(1) Invites support for the terrorist organization, and

(ii) The support is not or is not restricted to provide money or
other property within the meaning of section 40; or

(b) Who, with intention to further the activity of a terrorist
organization, arranges, manages or assists in.arranging or
managing a meeting which he knows is —

(i) to support the terrorist organization, or

(ii) to further the activity of the terrorist organization, or

(iii) to be addressed by a person who associates or professes to be

associated with the terrorist organization; or

A
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(c) who, with intention to further the activity of a terrorist

organization, addresses a meeting for the purpose of encouraging |
support for the terrorist organization or to further its activity.

(2) A person, who commits the offence relating to support given -
to a terrorist organization under sub-section (1), shall be -
punishdble with imprisonment for a term not exceeding ten
years, or with fine, or with both. / |

Thus from the above act and elaborated sections it is crystal clear
that The Respondent No. 5 is involved in the conspiracy of
Supporting a separate country for Sikhs i.e. KHALISTAN, The
Centre's ban on pro-Khalistan group "Sikhs fdr‘]usﬁce" has been
upheld by a tribunal constituted under the Unlawful Activities
(Prevention) Act saying its activities were "disruptive" and
threatened the "sovereignty, unity and territorial integrity of
India". The tribunal, headed by Delhi High Couft Chief Justice
DN Patel, said the evidence also proved that SFJ was "working
in collusion with anti-India entities and forces". The central
government had sufficient cause to take action under the UAPA
for declaring SF] as an unlawful association, it said. "The
notification dated July 10, 2019 issued by the Union of India

under the Act declaring Sikhs For Justice (SFJ) to be an
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unlawful association is hereby confirmed. The copy of Gazette
dated January 8, 2020 to ban Sikhs For Justice (SFJ) is hereby

attached as “Annexure-5” The reference is answered in the

affirmative," the tribunal said. The Centre in July 10, 2019 -

notification had declared SFJ as an unlawful association and had
banned it for five years, saying the group's primary objective
was to establish an "independent and sovereign country" in
Punjab and it openly espouses the cause of Khalistan,

challenging the sovereignty and territorial integrity of India. The

Respondent No. 5 being top social media platform knows it very

well even after this they allowed their platform not only to join

but promote Khalistani movement. Even today the promoter of
Khalistan Mr. Gurpatwant Singh Pannun still having their
tweeter account with different user I'd i.e. @ Pannun_SFJ05.
The Screen photo Copy of twitter account is hereby attached and
marked as “Annexure-6".

That the Petitioner says that this is very horrific that after
Respondent No. 5 have given clean chit to the persons who has

initiated war against Government of India. The Respondent No.




14.

26

5 is not only supporting them but also promoting their tweet by
taking good sum of money, it is a planned strategy to promote
Khalistan model in social media, many of Pakistani handles are

further promoting the tweet of Mr. Gurpatwant Singh Pannun -

~ who is handling and chief of the Khalistan movement and

residing outside India. The Khalistan movement is supported by
many of Sikhs who are not the resident of India, therefore this
issues need to be investigate by the Indian agency who are
capable of investigating it. These issues point towards alarming

situation and are connected with the integrity of India therefore

the National Investigation agency is the right choice to

investigate the case.

That the Petitioner approaches to this Hon’ble Court directly in
which one of the reason is that none of investigation agency are
having power to investigate the case other than National
Investigation Agency ie. Respondent No. 4. As per the
Amendment. in THE NATIONAL INVESTIGATION AGENCY

(AMENDMENT) ACT, 2019. Dated July 25, 2019, reproduced as
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bellow;- ( The copy of gazette dated 25 July 2019 is hereby -
attached and marked as “Annexure-7")

| “In section 3 of the principal Act, in sub-section (2), after
the word “India”, the words “and, subject to any international”"_
treaty or domestic law of the concerned country, outside India,” '.
shall be inserted. 5. In section 6 of the prihcipal Act, after sub-
section (7), the following sub-sections shall be  inserted,
namely: — “(8) Where the Central Government is of the opinion
that a Scheduled Offence has been committed at any place
outside India to which this Act extends, it may direct the Agency
to register the case and take up investigation as if such offence
has been committed in India.”

As per the Section 6 of NATIONAL INVESTIGATION AGENCY
(AMENDMENT) ACT which reproduced as bellow:-

“Investigation of Scheduled Offences. — (1) On receipt of
information and recording thereof under section 154 of the Code
relating to any Scheduled Offence the officer-in-charge of the
police station shall forward the report to the State Government
forthwith. (2) On receipt of the réport under sub-section (1), the
State Government shall forward the report to the Central
Government as expeditiously as possible. (3) On receipt of report
from the State Government, the Central Government shall

determine on the basis of information made available by the State

Government or received from other sources, within fifteen days
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from the date of receipt of the report, whether the offence is a
Scheduled Offence or not and also whether, having regard to the
gravity of the offence and other relevant factors, it is a fit case to
be investigated by the Agency. (4) Where the Central .
Government is of the opinion that the offence is a Scheduled -
Oﬁencé and it is a fit case to be investigated by the Agency, it |
shall direct the Agency to investigate the. said offence. (5)
Notwithstanding anything contained in this section, if the
Central Government is of the opinion that a Scheduled Offence
has been committed which is required to be investigated under
this Act, it may, suo moto, direct the Agency to investigate the
said offence. (6) Where any direction has been given under sub-
section (4) or sub-section (5), the State Government and any
police officer of the State Government investigating the offence
shall not proceed with the investigation and shall forthwith
transmit the relevant documents and records to the Agency. (7)
For the removal of doubts, it is hereby declared that tll the
Agency takes up the investigation of the case, it shall be the duty
of the officer-in-charge of the police station to continue the
investigation”

Therefore in such a circumstance only Hon’ble High Court
has a power to direct the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4 for the

investigation through NIA, therefore the Petitioner approaches

to this Hon’ble Court to intervene in this case.
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That the Petitioner has come to know through news website that -
Twitter CEO Jack Dorsey has admitted that its employees have
left leaning and admittedly therefore, the management of twitter - \
is not neutral and unbiased and twitter India is unabashedly and
unequivocally against the present Govt. As an illustration it is
stated that Mahima Kaul, Director of policy of Twitter India has
clear bias against India, present Govt., anti hindu and indicates
her own political bias and this also éxplain the repeated
suspensions of right leaning account and leads-to conclusion that
twitter is selectively targeting accounts based on ideology and
that explains Twitter India’s ideological based approach.
Another example is hiring of Raheel Khursheed as head of news,
politics and govt. at Twitter India. Mr. Raheel Khursheed has
extreme bias against the present govt., hindus as reflected in his
tweets. The screen shots of the tweets of the aforesaid persons
are annexed as Annexure-8 (Colly) which clearly shows their

expression .of political bias and ideology affecting their

professional conduct based on ideology which itself is illegal and

unlawful. Management of twitter has to be neutral only,
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ensuring that parts are compliant to the laws of the jurisdiction
country. However, twitter has failed in this regard and there are
numerous violation of the laws of this country having both

national and international ramifications for Bharat (India).

GROUNDS

Because the Respondent No.5 déliberately ar;d knowingly in
order to create rift in the society deliberately promoted the
prohibited content of the SFJ. |

Because in the absence of any law to deal with offensive and
hatred messages, the platforms like Twitter are knowingly
promoting the messages which are against the law of the land
and therefore, the Respondent No.5 needs to explain for
circulating and promoting the pfohibited content from their
company Twitter. The aforesaid act shows that the Respondent
No.1 is sympathetic to Terrorist groups.

Because Twitter assume that as a platform they are not governed
by Indian constitution and can operate with impunity and
therefore, a law is required to deal with such kind of hatred and

divisive messages.
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Because as per Article 19(2) of the Constitution of India which -

empowers the State for making any law insofar as such law
imposes reasonable restrictions on the exercise of the right -
conferred by the said sub clause 19(1) (a) in the interest of -
sovereignty and integrity of India, the security of the state,
friendly relations with the foreign States, public order, decency
or moi*ality or in relation to contempt of court, defamation or
incitement to an offence.

- Because it is respectfully submitted that the Article 19 & 20 of the
International Covenant of Civil and Personal Life, the contents of
which are reproduced herein below for the kind perusal of this
Hon’ble Court: -

“Article 19:-

1. Everyone shall have the right to hold opinions without
interference.

2. Everyone shall have the right to freedom of éxpression, this
right shall include freedom to seek, receive and impart
information and ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either
orally, in writing or in print, in the form of art, or through any

other media of his choice.
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3. The exercise of the rights provided for in paragraph 2 of this
article carries with it special duties and responsibilities, it may
therefore be subject to certain restrictions, but these shall only be
such as are providéd by law and are necessary.
(a) For respect of the rights or reputations of others;
(b) For the protection of national security or of public order.
(order public), or of public health or morals. |
Article 20:-
1. Any propaganda for war shall be prohibited by law.
2. Any advocacy of National, racial or religious, hatred that
constitutes incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence

shall be prohibited by law.”

Because as per the above mentioned -Law, it is settled that the
State has to prohibit such type of hate speeches advertisements
which are having separatist agenda, seditious material, hatred
amongst communities, instigative, divisive against the society at
large, threat to national security and against the spirit of the
Union of India. Because presently more than 330 million active
users are using Twitter handles and thus by circulating/
promoting / advertising the said content or the similar content
either through paid /promoted advertisements or otherwise

through verified, non-verified handles and fake handles it
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becomes the root cause of many divisions/ descriptions in the
society leading to riots, violence, disharmony in the society and
challenges the sovereignty and integrity of the Union of India _‘
and also deyelop the image of our nation in international forums
and affect the international relations with many countries. Such

content also radicalizes people and act as recruitment engines for

waging wars against Union of India.

Because the Respondent No. 5 is liable for violation of Penal

provision which include Section 39 The Unlawful Activities

(Prevention) Act, 1967; Section 107, 121A, 124A, 153A, 153B of

The Ihdian Penal Code; Section 66F of The Information

Technology Act, 2000.

Because Twitter and social media companies are profit making

companies and expecting them to have safeguards for making

social media safe and secure is important. The logic and

algorithms that twitter usage should be shared and vetted by

Indian government authorities or competent authority for

screening anti India tweets. The source code needs to be shared

with Govt. of India.
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Because the KYC of all social media handles in India must be
conducted for making social media safe and accountable and
traceable.

Because the Advertisement fees collected by Twitter for such - 5'
anti India tweets, promoted tweets should be accounted for and
Government of India should levy fines about the same.

Because the Respondent No. 1 must ensure the development of
Indian social media platforms and also to have these apps use
servers based in India.

Because the revenue is generated from India by the social media
platform twitter which should be taxed in India and come within
Indian Taxation laws.

Because the Respondent No. 5 must also share its source code
with the Govt. of India.

That the present petition is being filed by way of PUBLIC
INTEREST LITIGATION and the Petitioner has no personal

interest in the matter. The present petition is being filed in the

interest of public at large as the Social site is being used by the

public at large and the benefits as well as loses due to misuse of
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this social site is causing great harm to society and the country at
large.

That the entire litigation costs including the court fees and other
charges are being borné by the Petitioner herself.

The Pétitioner states that he has not been involved in any other
Civil, Revenue and Criminal Litigation in any capacity before
any Court or Tribunal against the Respondent No. 5 in relate on
to the issue herein.

That, a thorough research has been conducted in the matter
raised in the petition.

That, to the best of Petitioner’s knowledge and the research, the
issue raised has not been dealt with or decided, and similar or
identical petition was not filed earlier by the Petitioner.

The Petitioner states that the Information of the acts pleaded in
the petition is based on news information and other material on
the subject.

The Petitioner submits that the instant petition is in reasonable

time and there is no delay or latches.
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The Petitioner states that there is no efficacious alternate remedy

~available to the Petitioner save and except the filing of instant

petition and the reliefs herein, if granted, would redress the \
grievances of the Petitioner.
The Petitioner also craves leave of this Hon’ble court to rely on

any document pertaining to the subject matter of this petition as

and when necessary.

The Petitioner has their respective residence at New Delhi.

Therefore, this Hon'ble Court has jurisdiction to try and
entertain the present PIL Writ Petition.

That the Petitioner has not filed any other petition, suit or
application in any manner regarding the matter of dispute in this
Hon’ble Court, or any other High Court or before Hon'ble
Supreme Court or any other Court throughout the territory of

India. The Petitioners have no other better remedy available.

PRAYER

‘In view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances, it is therefore, most

respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to: -
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Issues Writ of mandamus or any other Writ, Order or Direction

to lodge an appropriate case against the Respondent No. 5 i.e.

~ Twitter Communications India Pvt. Ltd. and their representative

in India i.e. Mr Raheel Khurshid, Ms. Mahima Kaul, in various :
penal provision which include Section 39 The Unlawful
Activities (Prevention) ACt, 1967; Section 107, 121A, 124A, 153A,
153B and 34 of The Indian Penal Code; Section 66F of The
Information Technology Act, 2000; |

Issues Writ of mandamus or any other Writ, Order or Direction

to the respondent Nos. 1 to 3 for Enquiry to be initiated by the

National Investigation Agency, for fair, proper and speedy

investigation as many of the users who promote massages in
relaﬁng to #Khalistan are from outside India and therefore can
only be investigated by the National Investigation Agency;

Issue a Writ of Mandamus or any other Writ, Order or Direction
against the Respondents 1 to 4 thereby commanding them to
make a mechanism to check contents and advertisements which

are spreading hatred amongst the communities, seditious,
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instigative, separatist, hate filled, divisive, against the society at
large and against the spirit of Union of India;

Direct the Respondent No.1 to 4 to make a Law, Rules and -
.Regulation as per which an action can be initiated against the - ’:‘
breaking India messages under the garb of Article 19 of the
Constitution of India against the Respondent No.5 and their
representatives in India for willfully abetting and promoting
Anti }India tweets and penalize them and their relevant
authorities according to law of the land; .

Direct the Respondent No. 1 must ensure the development of
Indian social media platforms and also to have these apps use
servers based in India;

Direct the Respondent No. 5 to ensure that the revenue
generated from India by the social media platform twitter should
be taxed in India and come within Indian Taxation laws;

Direct the Respondent Nd. 1 to ensure that Respondent No. 5
shares source code with the Govt. of Indié;

The Petitioner prays for further add and amend in the Petition if

required with the permission of this Hon’ble Court;




i) Issue or pass any writ, direction or order, which this Hon'ble
court may deem fit and proper under the facts and

circumstances of the case.

PETITIONER =
Date: 10.09.2020 '

Through @}\
Place: New Delhi ’ /

(DESH RATAN NIGAM &
AWANISH SINHA)

Advocates

LGF-6/33-33A, Vikram Vihar,
Lajpat Nagar-1V, New Delhi-110024

VERIFICATION:- |

I, Ms. Sangeeta Sharma, aged about 56 years, R/o House No. 2194,
Sector-B, Pocket-II, Vasant Kunj, New Delhi-110070, do hereby state
and declare on solemn affirmation that whatever started in this

application is true and correct to the best of my Knowledge and belief.

Solemnly declared and Affirmed at New Delhi.

DEPONENT
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
(EXTRA ORDINARY CRIMINAL JURISDICTION)

WRIT PETITION (CRIMINAL) NO. OF 2020
(IN THE MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)
IN THE MATTER OF:-
SANGEETA SHARMA ... PETITIONER
VERSUS /
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. o RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT OF SANGEETA SHARMA, AGED 56 YEARS, W/O SH.
TILAK RAJ SHARMA, R/O HOUSE NO. 2194, SECTOR-B,
POCKET-II, VASANT KUN]J, NEW DELHI-110070, DO HEREBY
-SOLEMNLY AFFIRM AND DECLARE AS ON OATH AS UNDER:-

1. I say that I, am the Petitioner in the present case and is well
conversed with the fact and circumstances of the present case I
am competent to swear this affidavit.

2. I say that the accompanying Writ Petition (Criminal)/PIL has
been prepared by my counsel under my instructions, the same
may be kindly read as part and parcel of this affidavit, the
contents thereof are not repeated here for the sake of brevity. |

3. Ihave filed the present petition as Public Interest Litigation.

4. I say that there is no Civil/Criminal or Revenue Litigations

against the Petitioner.

Lot Oath Comm;,

& S1. No. 132018 s/a,)
<& VAY JHA
+~ Delhi HiggTourt "
*  period 14-G9-2018

N Doy, to 130920200
i  High Coust, “@ﬂg/
\_‘—_‘_—,‘-"
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5.  Isay that due to the urgent nature of directions sought for in the
present Petition, the concerned Government department has not
been approached.

6. Isay that the contents of this affidavit have been read over to me i
and [ have understood the same and testify to be true and
correc’t. |

7. 1 say that I have filed the present petition as Public Interest
Litigation. I have gone thi‘ough the Delhi High Court (Public
Interest Litigation) Rules, 2010, and do hereby affirm that the
present Public Interest Litigation is in conformity thereof.

8. ‘I say that the Petitioner has no personal interest in the litigation
and neither myself nor anybody whom, I am Petitioner is

- interested would in any manner benefit from the relief sought in
the present petition save as a member of the General Public. The
petition is not guided by self-gain or gain of' any person,
institution, body or there is no motive other than of public
interést in filing the present petition.

9. Isay that I have done whatsoever inquiry/investigation which

was in my power to do to collect all data/material which was

72 of OatiNComa;

7% 51, No. \fzr20s s%o
VIJAY RIHA %
Delhi Wgh Court :

Period 14-09-2018
43-09-2020
) ; H_EO

igh Court, N2
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relevant for this court to entertain the present petition. I further

~ confirm that I have not concealed in the present petition any

data/ material/ information which may have enabled this court |
to form an opinion on whether to entertain this petition or not - '5
and/or whether to grant any relief or not.

I say that the documents filed along with the petition are true |

copies of their originals.

I say that I undertake to pay the costs if any imposed by the

Court at any stage of the matter and the details of my PAN card

& Aadhar Card are being given along with.

I say that the contents as stated above are true and correct to my

knowledge and belief. The contents of thereto are true and
correct.

I say that accompanying Writ and Application has been drafted
by my counsel under my instructions and I have gone through
the facts/contents of the same and say that the contents of paras
1 to 27 of the application are true and correct to my knowledge

and paras 3 of the Application being legal submissions are
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believed to be true upon legal record and believed to be true and

correct to my knowledge and belief.

o - .
400" e DEPONENT -
1gentty g oy P .

nas ICATION: - (11 SEF 2090

Verified at New Delhi on this the 10t day of Sep, 2020 the contents of
the above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge and no pai‘t

of it is false and nothing material has been suppressed or concea

v

therefrom. ! | SEP 2020

DEPONENT
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Anantkumar Hegde

Member of Parliament (LS)
Uttara Kannada

Press Note-1 ,

Dear Friends, today | would like to draw your attention to a curious set of events
happened with me related to my social media account, namely Twitter.

]

On 20™ April, 2020 | had made a written complaint to Hon'ble Prime Minister and
Hon’ble Home Minister of India regarding an anti-national tweet which was twitted
by an account named “Gurpatwant Singh Pannun” in which the account holder was
advocating Independence of Punjab State by demanding Khalistan. Being an Indian,
in its true sense, | saw that tweet as an anti-national and anti-social act and hence
reported to the Government to safeguard our national interest.

Earlier, on Twitter | had tried to reveal explicitly the modus-operandi and the hidden
agenda of “Tablighi Jammat” movement within India and around the world. The
term “Tablighi Jammat” is very well known nowadays due to the obvious reasons,

As a consequence. of the above two bold steps taken by me, on 24" April, 2020 my
official Twitter account got blocked by Twitter India inc.

And asking me to delete my tweets against the “Tablighi Jammat” in order to
unblock my official Twlitter account.

1 will, certainly, never delete the said tweet because it was to expose the wrong

being done under the umbrella of a religion. Undoubtedly | am not against any
religion, but, being an Indian, | will never allow any person or organization to

spread hatred or to provoke pegple to indulge In any anti-social or anti-national
activity. | stand affirm on my statement and will defend it strongly.

Moreover, | am least bothered about my twitter account which they have blocked
with very heinously prejudiced intentions.

Once again | categorlcally say that, | stand affirm on my statement and will never
delete my tweet, :

In addition, | would lixe to throw some light on the discrimination and favouritism
keing done by Twitter India Inc. by asking a.simple question that why my account
was blocked for exposing “Tablighi Jammat” movement and why not of the person
demanding Khalistan, partition of India?
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¢ How Facebook (ndia pays amount of their revenue generated from

publicities/advertisements as a Tax to Govt of Indla, and Twitter not?

e If Twitter Indja is earning revenue from sponsoring or giving advertisement space for
anti-nationals then rriy specific question is: Shouldn’t the Twitter India be
accountable for the law of this land? .

« And if they are accountable, | would like to ask very specific questions to Twitter
India that:

o Are you allowed to collect advertisement revenues from antinational and anti

soclal elements that are against India?

Are you allowed to sponsor antl national tweets in india?

If nat, | would like to seek your honast answer that how you had sponscred
pro-khalistan tweets as | have mentioned already?

o If Twitter India Is a law abiding entity in India, and accountable for Indian
taxation law, why you are cheating (tax) Indian system by avoiding taxes
agalnst your revenue earnings in India?

¢ Certainly these questions raise one's eyebrows and compel us to think more
rationally on the burning issues related to our national security.

At last, | leave it your wisdom to understand my stand and hope you will do so without
wearing the prejudiced or pseudo-secular glasses.

Anantkumar Hegde

Encl:
1. Locking of Twitter account @AnantkumarH
2. Pro-Khalistan Tweet
3. Letter to Hon'ble PM dated 21% April 2020

2
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mAnantkumart

What happened?
We have determined that this account violated the Twitter

/
§rE oy e

Fal L yued "
[ E: PR,

As a result, we have iocked your account.

What you can do:
To unlock your account, you must do the following:

» Remove Tweets that violate our rules

if you think we've made a mistake, you can appeal the

O ST,
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Anantkumar Hegde

Member of Parliament (LS)
Uttara Kannada

Press Note-2

It has come to my notice from various reliable sources that there is wrongf/ul interference in
free speech by Twitter Inc which is detrimental to India’s strategic interest & democratic
fabric of society. This is an excellent case of Digita! colonisation that Indians are facing from
a corporate entity.

i wish to enumerate the cause of concerns as below;

1. Selective targeting of Several Nationalist handles and Pro- Indian handles are
suspended or locked rampantly in past few months.

2. Pro-India national interest think tanks run by decorated veterans who do never
indulge in any mudslinging but speak about subjects like data sovereignty are

. sllenced by suspending accounts.

3. Handle belonging to elected public representatives are suspended without notice,

4, Handles spewing poison and passing objectionable comments about Hon'ble Prime
Minister of India, Home Minister of India, Chief Ministers of india, and other Indlan
establishments are promoted via paid advertisements.

5. Handles spreading discontent and fake news about Indian religions or Indian elected
representatives are not warned / blocked even after repetitive complaints.

6. Qbjectionable content / Incitement to vialence/ Separatism tweets that are Anti
India are been promoted and payment is accepted by Twitter for such sponsored
advertisements

I urge to Government of India to investigate the motives behind such acts by Twitter Inc. It
must be also investigated if money is exchanged or personal like or dislike of decision maker
of twitter leads to such actions to-promote Anti India, Anti BJP, Anti Modi, Anti Indian
establishment tweets,

| am attaching tweets whereby Pro- Khalistan tweets were sponsored and accepted by
twitter Inc. | fall to understand how such a tweet does not violate their own policy?

Also attaching a tweet that targets PMO on global platform through Wall Street Journal
where it is said that under Prime Minister Modi the civil liberties in India is at stake thereby
projecting our respected PM and the country in poor light, Even after repeated complaints
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such tweets are neither removed nor the handles of such persons not suspended.
(Attachments enclosed) '

This raises further:suspicion on the conduct of twitter india.

t'urge to Government of India to ensure that Twitter follows the constitution of India and
their conduct is free and fair and transparent. 2

In case Twitter has made any money through Anti India tweets and related sponsored
advertisements, strict action should be taken against them as per the law p

’ 4
Anant
Annexure
1. Screenshot of Twitter Handle suspension of Anantkumar Hegde
2. WSJ post

3. Letter to Hon'ble PM dated 21% April 2020
4. Pro-Khalistan Tweet -
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@CKSIndia
@CKSIndia | ,

~ Accountsuspended

Twitter sus'pe“n’ds' att:bunts thatv'v‘ilo{afe“‘ |

the Twitter Rules.
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Anantkumar Hegde

Member of Parliament (LS)
Uttara Kannada

MP(UK)/05/202021 25" April 2020

To-

The Honourable Prime Minister of India,
Through the Prime Minister’s Office,
South Block, Raisina Hill,

New Dethi— 110 011

Confidential for your information & necessary action

Respected Sr,

Subject: Serious concern of wrongfu! interference In free speech and anti-national acts by Twitter Inc.

It has come to my notice from various reliable sources that there is wrongful interference in free speech
by Twitter [nc which is detrimental to India’s strategic interest & democratic fabric of society, This Is an
excellent case of Digital colonisation that Indlans are facing from a corporate entity.

| wish to enumerate the cause of concerns as below:

1. Selective targeting of Several Nationalist handles and Pro- Indian handles are suspended or
locked rampantly in past few months.

2. Pro-india national interest thinktanks run by decorated veterans who do never indulge in any
mudslinging but speak about subjects like data sovereignty are silenced by suspending accounts.

3. Handle belonging to elected public representatives are suspended without notice.

4, Handles spewing polson and passing objectionable comments about Hon'ble Prime Minister of
India, Home Minister of India, Chief Ministers of India, and other Indian establishments are
promoted via paid advertisements,

5. Handles spreading discontent and fake news about Indian religions or Indian elected
representatives are not warned/blocked even after repetitive complaints.

6. Objectionable content / Incitement to violence/ Separatism tweets that are Anti India are been

~ promoted and payment is accepted by Twitter for such sponsored advertisements

! request your kind office to kindly investigate the motives behind such acts by Twitter Inc. It must be
also Investigated if money Is exchanged or personal like or dislike of decision maker of twitter leads to
such actions to promote Anti India, Anti BIP, Anti Madi, Anti Indian establishment tweets.
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1 am attaching tweets whereby Pro- Khalistan tweets were sponsored and accepted by twitter Inc, | fail
to understand how such a tweet does not violate their own policy.

Also attaching a tweet that targets PMO on global platform through Wall Street Journal where it is said
that under Prime Minister Modi the civil liberties in India is at stake thereby projecting our respected
PM and the country in poor light, Even after repeated complaints such tweets are neither removed nor
the handles of such persans not suspended. (attachments enclosed)

Through this letter, | request your kind office to introduce some regulations, accountabllity and
transparency for soclal medla platforms like twitter alike Newspapers and TV Channels.

Also, we must ensure that data remains in India and the source code should be with indian agencies/
NIC.

Finally, like you have advocated the concept of self-sufficiency today during a video-meeting, post
Covid19, we as nation should try and develop la-twitter Indian version thru NIC, CBAC, CDOT or indian
Start-up sector on a war footing and commercialisation of the same must happen through Government
of India or Indian private entity. Digital colonisation can be only challenged with data sovereignty. .
Freedom of speech and expression can be only guaranteed by Data soverelgnty and transparency.

Sir, Just FY) post my letter dated 20" April 2020 via MP(UK)/04/2020-21 to you against twitter India,
Twitter suspended my personal twitter account @AnantkumarH and the ajso account of Policy
Thinktank @Cksindia which had raised the Issue of Anti India tweets on several platforms. Point to be
noted is both these accounts were suspendedy/ locked without any prior intimation, CKS India is headed
by decorated veteran Lt Gen Dr D B Shekatkar, PVSM, AVSM, VSM (Heading Shekatkar Committee of
Defence submitted to Defence Ministry and which is currently under discussion in forming defence
policy)

This raises further suspicion on the conduct of twitter India.

| would requast your kind office to instruct appropriate ministries / departments to ensure that Twitter
follows the constitution of India and their conduct is free and fair and transparent.

In case Twitter has made any money through Anti India tweets, sponsored advertisements, strict action

should be taken against them as per the law of the land.

ely
Anantkumar Hegde

Ench

Locking of Twitter Handle @AnantkumarH

Locking of Twitter Handle @CKSIndia

Tweet from Hon Defence Minister of India on Shekatkar Committee’s meeting.
@WSJ Anti India tweet

My letter dated 20" April 2020

ARSI ol e
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Your account has been locked.

Anantkumar Hegde
@AnantkumarH

What happened?

We have determined that this account violated the Twitter
Rules,

As a result, we have locked your account,

What you can do:
To unlock your account, you must do the following:

» Remove Tweets that violate our rules

If you think we've made a mistake, you can appeal the
viclation.




| @CKSIndia
@CKSlindia |
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Raksha Mantri Shri @rajnathsingh
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today.




Tunku Varadarajan &
@tunkuv ) :

My brother in India faces criminal charges for reporting :
the news, writes @tunkuv wsj.com/articles/when-... via ‘

TS




R

B Anantkumar Hegde o
s Member of Padiament (LS)
e Utlara Kannada

" Subjeﬁt‘ Pand pmmotmn of snfi-national propsganda and: campaignQ o

wiﬂx support of Twitter India/Twitter In¢. USA reg

© RespectedSir,

: been attaché& sepamtﬁly 'ﬂns mmdent “raises- scme sen{)uﬁ qmttons and'.":; A

o 'obeervatwns wmc Fhavetried to hsl‘cut below!

wﬁicr shvuld daciare money ‘/ business
giti India commercial : opemtmn As

o news‘:pap televisions are governied under Jaw of the fand same should be

, t' 'apphed here s thxs aJso isa spousoma activity.

wapm

AR



mmate thc apprépna > g h‘a




BT ?L
ANNEXURE=ST

e 4. H.uw.- 33004199 REGD. NO. D. ..-33004/99

The @kazette of " India

Br.5f.-3r ver. -37.-08012020-215225
CG-DL-E-08012020-215225

v HATHI
EXTRAORDINARY h
I [I—ave 3—37-8ve (i)
PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ii)
TR & T
PUBLISHED BY AUTHORITY

. 104) 7 feeht, gaam, wEd 8, 2020fqtw 18, 1941
No. 104] NEW DELHI, WEDNESDAY; JANUARY 8, 2020/ PAUSHA 18,1941

AfergT
7% faeelt, 8 wadY, 2020

. 1. 112(%).—a %, T wR ¥, Rftfareg S (Rawo) afaftam, 1967 (1967 w0
'37) (Rrr o AT I9T AR T AT §) Y AT 3 Y 2w (1) o (3) 7T e it & v
F G, WITH TR ¥ T8 HA HT AT F T, ST, -1, &3-3, I9-8 (i) & sforr R
10 ITE, 2019 i srfirereraT e e, 2460(%) (Rrdr T aTe 370 arfirger gy T &) ¥agw Ry
HIX wiRew (T 1 ffiifeg w difte R g

9=, S, Hefte e o aftfr v 6 A gv-an (1) e s it v s a
T, 9T AT F g WATHY AT F T, HETAT, R, GE-3, I (ii) ¥ i R 7
e, 2019 F AT wreAr . 2856() ¥ T Ffifreg P (Fraro st (B T
1T TR AN FT AT ) B Tt Py o, R el T e ¥ yer s, =l of
.. T anfAe

146 GU2020 (M M’\




73
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MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
'NOTIFICATION

New Delhi, the 8th Januaiy, 2020

$.0. 112 (E),—Whereas the Central Government in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-sections (1)
and (3) of section 3 of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 (37 of 1967): (hereinafter referred to as said
Act), declared the Sikhs For Jusuce (SFI) to be unlawful association wde notification of the Govemmenl of India in
the Ministry of Home Affairs number S.0: 2469 (E),-dated the- 108 July, 2019, published in the Gazette of India,
Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 10" Tuly,-2019 (hereinafter referred to as said notification);

And, whereas, the Central Government in exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 5
of the said Act consmuted the- Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Tribunal (hereinafier referred to as the. said
Tribunal) corsisting’ of Mr. Justice D.N. Patel, Chief Justice, High Court .of Delhi vide notification-of the
Government - of India-in“the Ministry-of Home Affairs number S.0: 2856 (E), dated 7" ‘August, 2019, published in
the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (ii) dated 7" August, 2019;

And, whereas, the Central Government in exercise of the powers conferred'by. sub-section (1) of section 4
of the said Act referred the said notification to the said Tribunal on the 7" August, 2019 for the purpose_of
adjudicating whether or not there is sufficient .cause for dec]armg the: Sikhs For Justice (SFJ) as -unlawful
association;

And, whereas, the said Tribunal in exercise of the powers ‘conferred by sub-section (3) of section 4 of the
said Act, made an order on the 6 January. 2020, conﬁrmed the declaratiort made in lhe said nolnﬂcahon,

Now, therefore, in pursuance of sub-section (4) of section 4 of the said Act, the Central Government hereby
publishes the order of the said Tribunal, namely.:-

UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION) TRIBUNAL
‘COURTNO. 1: DELHI HIGH COURT, NEW DELHI

Date of decision: 6" January, 2020

Re: ' Notification No. S.0. 2469(E) dated 10" July, 2019 issued by the Central Government under
Section 3(1) & 3(3) of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 declaring Sikhs For
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Justice (SKJ) as an unlawful agsociation, read with Notification No. §.0. 2856(E) dated 7“‘

August, 2019,
UNION OF INDIA
Through; Mr.Tushar Mehta, Solicitor General of India with Mr. Sachin Datta, Sr.
Advocate: with Mr. Ra_]at Nair, Mr. Jay Prakash Singh, Ms.Ruuta Mohanty,
Ms. Prity Sharma, Ms.Uttara- Babbar, Mr, Shantanu Sharma, Mr. Manan
Bansal and Ms. Bhavana Duhoon, Advocates for Union of India,
Mr. H. K. Wadhwa, Under Secretary, Mr. Manoj Kumar Singh, Technical
Officer (Monitoring) and Mr. Varun; Asst. Section Officer from: Ministry of
Home Affairs.
Versus
'SIKHS FOR JUSTICE (SFJ)
Through: Mr. Colin Gonsalves, Sr. Advocate with Mr.. Ehsan Javaid, Ms. Sneha
Mukherjee, Mr. Siddharth Seemi-and Md. Aman Khan, Advocates.for the:
respondent Association.
CORAM:
HON’BLE MR, JUSTICE D. N. PATEL
ORDER
1 In exercise of powers.conferred by sub-sections (1) and (3) of Séction-3 of the Unlawful Activities

(Prevention). Act; 1967 (hereiniafter referred: fo-as ‘the’ Act’), the Central Government, vide Notification No. S.0.
2469(E) dated 10" July, 2019: published in the. Gazétle of India, Extrdordinary, Pait-1I, Section 3, Sub-section (ii),
declared the Sikhs For Justice [for short ‘SFJ'}as-an “Unlawful Association’ and directed that this notification shall,
subject to any order that may be made under Section 4 of the said Act, have effect for a period of five years from the
date of its publication in the Official Gazelte. ‘

2. Thereafter, in exercise of the powers-conferred by sub-section (1) of Section 5.of the Act, the Central
Government, vide Notification No. S.0. 2856(E) daled 7" August, 2019, constitated this Tribunal for the purpose of
adjudicating whelher or not there is suff cient cause’ for declaring ‘SFJ' as an Unlawful Assoclanon which has
already been declared as such by the Central Government vide its notification No, S.0. 2469(E) dated 10™ July,
2019. The - reference made (o this Tribunal under the provisions of Secuon 4(1) of the Ac( was received by this
“Tribunal on 8" August, 2019,

3. This order will answer- the aforesaid reference..

4, The Notification dated 10 July, 2019 was issued by the Central Government on-the, ground that “SFJ” is
indulging in activities which are prejudicial to the integrity and security of the country and further that the following
unlawful activities indulged by the *SFT’ fall'within the meaning of clauses (0) and (p) of sub-section (1) of Section
2 of the Act, namely:

(i) SFI is involved in:anti-national and subversive activities in Punjab and elsewhere, intenided to disrupt the
sovereignty and territorial integrity of India;

(iiy SFJ is ini close touch with the militant outfits and activists, and is supporting violent form of extremism and
militancy in Punjab and elsewhere to carve-out a sovereign Khalistan out of tetritory of Union  of India;

(i)  SFIisencouragingand aiding the activities for secession of a part of  the Indian territory from the Union

of India and supporting separalist ~ groups fighting for this purpose in India-and elsewhere by indulging in activities
and articulations intended to.disrupt the sovereignty and: territorial integrity of India.

The Central Government further opined that if the unlawful activities of ‘SFJ” are not curbed and controlled
immediately, it is. likely to:-

m}\.

‘__”9
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(@ Escalate its subversive activities including attempts to-carve-out Khalistan Nation out of the wmlory of
Union of India by destablhsmg the Government established by law;

()] Continue advocatmg the secession of the Khalistan: from the Union of India while disputing the accession
of the State with the Union;

© Propagate ant1~natmnal and separatist sentiments prejudicial to the territorial integrity and security of the
country; and ‘ o

@ Escalate secessionist- movements, supports militancy and incite violence in the country.

5. Along with the aforesaid Notification, the Central Government had fyrnished to the Tribunal a Note about

*SFI’, detailing its backgrounds objectives, activities, and associates as well as the details of cases registered in
Punjab and Uttarakhand and by the NIA against operatives and handlers of ‘SFP’. It is also stated that ‘SFJ’ has no
known presence in India but its-modules and their activities in India are being operated by their for¢ign based
handlers. The objectives of ‘SFJ*; as’ stated in the Note, read ‘as under:

)

(ii)

(ii)

@iv)

v)

6.

SFJ is presently propagating the so-called Referendum-2020 on the social media as well as on ground by
holding meetings across USA and other countries where Slkhs are.in significant humbers mtendmg to cause
disaffection against India,

A website has also been launched by name www.referendum?2020.org which is replete with pro-Khalistani
posts and anti-India insinuations. The website has posters with pholo of Sikh- terrorist Jarnail Singh
Bhindranwale Juxtaposed with the caption ‘PUNJAB REFERENDUM 2020 FRO KHALISTAN" and logos
for ‘PUNJAB REFERENDUM 2020’ and ‘KHASLISTAN', There are posters saying ‘STOP' INDIAN
TERRORISM’ and ‘FREE PUNJAB, END INDIAN OCCUPATION’, intended to-disrupt the territorial
integrity of India.

The website also propagates ‘Right to- Self-Determination under Interfiational Law’ for the people of
Punjab claiming that Punjabi is the common language and the Sikhs- bemg predommant in Punjab, they
have the right to Self-Delermination based on language and rehglon, causing imputations and assértions
prejudicial to national integration. It also supports dissolution of India into several smaller states such as,
Punjab (Khalistan), Gorkhaland, Assam, Kashmir, South India, Maoist insurrections.

The written content as well as the. visual representauons in the website www referendum.2020org are

provocative and 1nc1tmg the Sikh community to bring about secession of Punjab from the Union of India.

The website also has a link for raising funds for “Sikhs For Justice’ (SFJ) for the purpose of campaign for
so-called Referendum 2020 thirough’ ‘PayPal account & Debit or Credit card, so as to escalate its subversive
activities in India and abroad.

The website provides material: on -all the activities of SFJ related to so-called Referendum 2020 and
provides links to download banners, placards, posters, Khalistan flag, T-Shirt designs (front & back), etc.
supporting the so-called ‘Referendum 2020’, that.are squarely covered under Sections 153A and 153B of
IPC.

In addition to the aforesaid objectives of SFI, the fO]lOng activities.of SFJ are also narrated in the Note

annexed to the reference:

)

(i)

SFJ organized (Aug. 12, 2018) “London Declaration” on the. “the so-called Referendum 2020” where
approximately 1200-1500 Sikhs took part from the UK and abroad intending to:cause disaffection against
India.

SFI launched the registration of “Team 2020", a team of volunteers to assist during the referendum
campaign, from Gurdwara Panja Sahib (Hassanabdal, Apr. 14; 2019), followed by registration at Stockton,

California (Apr. 14)in the. US and Surrey, British Columbia- (Apr. 20) in Canada. SFI had also offered to
reimbirse travelling expenses (o Sikhs visiting Gurdwara Panja Sahib on the occasion. It declared that it
would sponsor 10,000 Sikhs_pilgrims from India to attend the “Klialistan 2020 Convention” to be held at
Kartarpur in November, 2019, coinciding with celebrations related to the 550" Birth Anniversary of Gury
Nanak. From this it is evident that SFJ is encouraging and aiding the activities for secession a part of the
Indian territory from the Union of India.
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(iii)

(iv)

v

(vi)

(vii)

(viii)

(ix)

(X)

SFJ commenced regrstrauon of volunteers -online; in other locations dcross the. world, including Khalsa
Diwan Gurdwara (Hong Kong, Apr 2]), us. based Gurdwaras mc]udmg Gurdwara Srkh Cultura] Socrety,
Richmond Hill, New York: Gurdwara Singh Sabha, Carteret New Jersey and Gurdwara ‘Stockion,
California (Apr 14); and during ‘Sikh Day Parades’ held in New York (Apr. 27) and Surrey (Apr. 20) All
these activities are intended to escalate its subversive activities against India,

SFJ organized fund rarsmg conferences in Fremont, California (Apr. 7, 2019); Toronto (Mar. 30) and New
York -(Mar. 17) To ensure participation of Sikh youth among the Draspora in the campaign, SFJ in
coordination. with Sikh Club or Queens College, New York - orgamzed (Mar. 25, 2019) a meét on
“Khalistan” and- so-called “Referendum 2020”. Earlier, similar -events' -wefe held (Jan; 17; 2019) at
University of California; San-Jose State University (Feb. 21, 20]9) and California Polytechnic University,
Pombona (Mar. 7, 2019), wherein they incited the youth to indulge in unlawful activities with-the aid of their
Punjab-based friends and relatives. In addition, SFI has been organizing 4 series of so-called “Referendum
2020” Conferences in various cities abroad for raising funds and promote their referendum campaign, and
thus propagating anti-national and separatlst sentiments prejudicial to the territorial integrity and security of
the country,

Gurpatwant Singh Pannun.wrote (Nov. 7, 2018) to the US Ambassador in New Delhi complaining against
the measures taken by itie' Government on'the operatives-affiliated with the so-called “Referendum: 2020”
campalgn in Punjab. He falsely accused Indian Government of “unleashing a reign o terrot” by “Jabeling
peaceful campaigners” as terrorists and filing “false charges” against them. Such representations were
tweeted on social media to. garner support for SFJ. This is an attempt'to escalate secessionist movement,
support militancy and incite violénce in the country.

Gurpatwant Singh Painun also wrote (New York, Jan. 13; 2019) a letler to the Chinese Ambassador in
Islamabad, Yao Ji mg, in which.he falsely alleged the. involvement of Indian intelligence in the atfack (Nov.
23,2018y on'the Chinese Consilate in Karachi. SFJ 6ffered to donate Pak Rs.1 million to their families. In
addition, Pannun falsely accusedIndia of “disturbing peace, security and stability” in China;; Pakistan and
Afghanistan over the last three decades, and held India- “responsrble" for the July 2018 attack in Jalalabad
(Afghanistan). Pannun further falsely alleged that India is not only “sponsoring terrorism” in foreign
countries.to “discredit Pakistan” but is also “violently” crushing the “domestic democratic movements for
independénce in'Punjab and Kashmir” thereby supporting séparatist groups fighting for this purpose in
India.

SFJ through ‘social media posts incited (Feb. 2019):the: téachers.of Punjab, who had been protesting
demandirig higher remunerations.and better service conditions, topromote so-called “Referendum:2020” in
therr schools'and colleges, articulating that.a change in the Governinent would riot help resolve their issues;

mdependence" was thé only. solution to ensure that their salaries were brought at par with develdped
countnes -aiid-thus is-eiicouraging the activiies for secession..

SF] is also using socidl media to garner support from Punjab based Sikh youth for its so-called
“Referendum 2020" campaign. SFJ had made use of a Chinese social media app called Tik-Tok"for pro-
Khalistani ‘propaganda with hashtags including #khalistanzindabad and #referendum2020 with 1 million
views, and thereby is diding and abetting. the activities for secession.

UK-based SFJ operative Dapinderjit Singh, through social media, has been abetting India-based SFJ
suppoﬂcrs/operauves to: circumvent the ban on SFI’s Facebook page promoung so-called “Referendum
2020” in‘India. The post describes the procedure of downloading and using Virtual Private Nefwork (VPN)
app-and advises users to select a frequency/location outside the country o aid and ‘abet anti-national and
subversive activities in India and elsewhere, intended to disrupt the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
India.

SFJ allegedly called upon Pak Prime Minister Imran Khan to “politically support so-called ‘Referendum
2020’ 1o liberate Punjab from Indian occupation” and undo Pakistan’s “failure to support Sikhs™ during the
1984 “siege” of the Golden Temple under Operation' Blue Star. In addition, SFJ also released a fictitious
letter purportedly written (Déc. 3; 2018) by “Deputy Director General in Psy-Ops Wing of the Directorate
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(xi)

(xii)

(i)

(xiv)

(xv)

(xvi)

of Military Intelllgence which claimed that Sikhs in the Indian armed forces are “gemng united and
secretly” extending support to so-called “ReferendumZOZO” and that called for. maintaining a database of
the Sikhs personnel in the armed forces and “controlling” their firther recruitment, intended to escalate 1ts,
subversive and secessmmst activities.

SFJ and its operatives have been trying to radicalize, fund" and- motivate the youth of Purijab into
comn'utnng -acts of arson and violence. It has also been making efforts to enlist. the support of gangsters and
radicals in Punjab and exhorting them to fight for the “liberation of Pumab’ from the Indian government,
thereby propagating anti-national and separatist sentiments prejudlcml to the temlorlal integrity. and
security of India.

Punjab Police have registered criminal cases against SFJ leaders abroad and operatives based.in India- who
had been radicalized, indoctrinated, motivated and fundéd by SFJ leaders in carying out acts of violence,
such as burning of liquor shops and targeting of political and ‘social leaders/workers belonging to a
particular community. Such foreign based SFJ leaders include: Gurpatwant Singh Pannun, Harmeet Singh
@ Harpreet Singh @ Rana Singh (close associate of Gurpatwant Singh Pannun based in New York),
Paramyjit Singh Pamma (UK), Mann Singh (UK), and Deep. Kaur (Malaysia). Arms & amimunition have
been recovered from members of such radical modules and there are ample evidences to prove that such
modules were being funded by above-mentiotied SFJ leaders and operatives based in various Souith-
Eastern, Western and even African counries, through money transfers over MTSS or Hawala channels.
From these cases, it is evident that 'SFJ is supporting violent form of extremism and militaricy in Punjab.in
suppott of i(s secessionist agenda.

In May 2018, Batala Police arrested 2 radical operatives Dharminder Singh (a Territorial Army Soldier)
and Kirpal Singh, who had set 2 liquor vends on fire in Batala Police district. Diring preliminary
investigations, these SFJ operatives disclosed that they had' been radicalized, indoctrinated, motivated and
funded by their foreign based handlers, including Gurpatwant. Singh Pannun, Legal Advisor to Sikhs:for
Justice (SFJ), Harmeet Singh @ Harpreet Singh @ Rana Singh (close associate of Gurpatwant. Singh
Pannun based in New York), Paramjit Singh Pamma (UK), Mann Singh (UK), Deep Kaur (Malaysia) to
carry out various types of violent acts to give wide publicity to the ongoing ISI funded and sponsored
secessionist campaign for the ‘liberation of Punjab* from the Indian government. They also disclosed that
théy. were lured into the campaign-over the social media after being contacted and motivated (including by
Gurpatwant Pannun himself) on various social media platforms (such as Telegram and WhatsApp) by their
above-mentioned foreign-based handlers. They had been-asked to' spray-paint-so-calléd Referendum 2020
slogans and to put.liquor vends and government properties on -fite during the Ghallughara week (June
2018). From this incident, it is clear that SFJ has been indulging in activities, which are prejudicial to
internal security of India and public order, and have the. potential of dnsruplmg peace, the unity and
integrity of India.

In October 2018, Amritsar Police had arrested two radical operatives, Sukhraj Singh and Malkit Singh, who
had ‘pasted so-called Referendum 2020 banners' in. public places at Amritsar, During preliminary
investigations, these operatives had disclosed that they had been motivated by their foreign based handlers,
including Gurpatwant. Singh Pannun. And that they. have procured weapons from funds received from
abroad to target political leaders of o' particular community. ‘Consequent to their arrest; Sikhis for Justice had
announced that they would provide legal defense and also offered 2 Takh rupees each. for the families of
Sukhraj and Malkit. Thus, SFJis encouraging and aiding persons to undertake unlawful activities intending
to disrupt the territorial integrity of India.- '

In March 2019, three SFJ operatives (Baljit Singh, Jagdev Singh @ Jagga and Manjit Singh) were arrested’
in .Amritsar ‘and 2. pistols were recovered from them. Posters and Pamphlets regarding so-called
Reférendum 2020 were also recovered from Baljit Singh.- These SFJ operatives had also been motivated to
kill leaders of a particular community in an attempt to indulge in unlawful activitiés intending to-disrupt the
territorial integrity of India.

SFJ operatives based in USA have also been involved in assault on moderate. Sikhs Political leaders visiting
USA. In August 2018, SFI operatives attacked Manjit Singh GK, President Delhi. Sikh Gurudwara
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(xvii)

(xviii)

(xix)

(xx)

(xxi)

(xxii)

Management Comemnittee, in front-of Yuba City Gurudwara Orie:Sabi Singh-of California, SFJ operative
and Jasbir Singh Delhi were arrestcd by the US Police in connection with this assault on Manjit Singh GK; -
This incident pomls to the fact of SFJ aiding and. abettmg;the offenses abroad against Indians in support of :
its secessionist and subversive agenda of dlsruplmg the ferritorial integrity of India.

SFJ had exhorted Punjab: police personnel to rebel against the Punjab government and not to obey. Lhe
orders of the Chief Minister of Punjab, and also desert the Punjab Police, which was taking effective and
lawful action agamst militant/radical/gangster elements operating in Punjab, often with-active support from
across the border. SET has also come 10 notice threatening and intimidating Punjab Chief Minister, Punjab
Jails Minister and senior police officers of Punjab, including former and serving’ DGPs, on alleged charges
of torture of SFJ operahves who had been bronght {0 justice and bodked as per law for commission of
violent acts in Punjab.in 2018 and 2019. From these incidents it is evident.that SFJ has been mcludmg in
activities, which are prejudicial to internil security of India and public order, and have the potential of
disrupting peace, the unity and integrity of India.

SFJ has also.been targeting soldiers from Sikh community working in Indian Army: through a dedicated
social media campaign and instigating them to desert the army and work for promotion of the so-called
Referendum-2020 instead. They have also been exhorting these soldiers not:to fight for India or shed its
blood for India but to fighi for independence of Punjab. from India, SFJ has also been making false claims
that the Indian Army had killed 10,000 Sikhs in June 1984 and. 2,50, 000 Sikhs from 1984-1994. Thus, SFJ
has-been causing disaffection among Indian Army soldiers, IN Apnl 2019, SFI-asked the soldiérs from
Sikh community ‘working in Indian -Army and the ‘members of Punjab police to attend the so-called
‘Referendum 2020' Rally in Washington D.C on 6™ June, 2019, SFJ offered free sponsorship letter for U.S.

visa o these soldiers and police personnel, These activities indicate that SFY has been engaged in activities
and articulations intended to cause disaffection against India.

SFJ handlers based abroad have also been involved in burning of Indian.Flag, and they have also come to
nofice - instigating the youth-of Punjab to indulge in similar acis. Aviar Singh Pannun, Sabi Singh Rana
Singh, Major Singh Nijjer, Sukhwinder Singh Thana; Irvinjit Smgh Sahota, Kulvinder Singh Sandhu @
Tezy, Gurpreet Singh Baagi and Ravinder Singh Sohal have come to notice' for uploading videos after
burning Indian flags in various countries dbroad causing disaffection against India.

On 26-01-2019, SFJ operatives burnt the Indian Flag intended to vitiate India’s Republic Day.celebration at
various places, especially in London and Washington D.C. Paramjit:Singh Pamma and Dupinderjit Singh
were. seen leading the group in London while Avtar Singh Pannun burnied. the Indian National Flag in
Washington: D.C. In May, 2019, SFJ urged the Sikh Cofmmunity in Punjab fo boycott the General
Parliamentary Elections-2019 and vote instead for Independent Punjab in so-called Referendum 2020 in
November 2020. He.claimed that only an Independent Punjab ¢ould solve the problems of Punjab, suchi as
unemployment and farmer’s suicides. These activities again' indicate that SFJ s engagement in activities
and articulations intended to cause disaffection against India.

UK based SFJ operatives especially Paramjit Singh Pamma who is. wanted for involvement for crimes in
India, was seen in the India vs. England World Cup.cricket match at Edgbaston (Birmingham) on. 30" June,
2019. Pamma‘and his associates were seen.wearing T-shirts of so-called Referendum 2020 and waving the
Khalistani Flag at the Cricket match. In a highly secessionist act, SFJ also shared a poster on social ‘media
last week urging pro-Khalistani Sikhs to boo the Indian Team during the Semi-Final match against New-
Zealand on 9™ July, 2019. SFJ alleged that Team India represented the faces of Indian terforism, thereby
propagating anti-national and separatist sentiments prejudicial to the territorial integrity and security of the
country..

On the occasion of Gurpurab celebrations in Nankana Sahib in November 2018, Gurpatwant Singh Pannun,
Legal Advisor. of SFJ, made public a letter declaring that the SFJ will open so-called Referendurn 2020
Information Centre in Lahore, He also claimed that hundreds of Referendim campaigners from North
America, Europe. and UK had reached Pakistan to coordinate ‘Referendum 2020’ campaigr. in:Nankana
Sahib during the 549" birth anniversary celebrations of Sri.Guru Nanak Dev Ji. He also added so-called
‘Reférendum 2020” banners and Khalistan flags with thie life size portrait.of Jartiail Singh Bhindranwale

B
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had been placed (hroughout the Nankana Sahib Complex, Pannun thus made it clear that the so-called
Referendum-2020 campaign had the active support of the Pak establlshmem and the ISL.

(xxiii) SFT posted msurrechonary and insinuating songs and other V1sua1 representations in the form of speeches or
otherwise such as on Faceboolewntter/Y ouTube Channels/V1deos, thereby by g]onfymg Sikh terrorists-as
well as, by propagaung anti-India ideology, -are rad:cahzmg and ‘instigating the m embers, of Sikh
commumty fo-agitate for the secession-of Punjab from the Union' of Indla, thereby trying to unidermine the
territorial ‘integrity of Indla while - inciting dlsaffecllon among - the Sikh community towards: Indlan
Govemment and Indian State.

7. The Central Government, in the Note annexed to the reference, has a]so glven ‘the details of cases regxstered
in Punjab and Uttarakhand and by NIA against operatives and handlers of Sikhs For Justice (SFJ) which are
summarized as under: -

1. FIR No. 149/2017 of PS-Sohana District-SAS Nagar under section 124-A, 153-A, 153-B -and 120-B of
IPC ‘againsi the accused Gurpalwant Singh @ Pannun; Gurpreet: Singh, Jagdeep Singh @ Baba Jang
Singh, Jagjit Singh and Harpuneét Singh;

2. FIR No,26/2018 of PS-Sadar Banga District-SBS Nagar under section 436, 511 and 120-B of TPC.
against the accused Deep Kaur @ Kulbir Kaur, Manveer Singh @ bahadur. Singh, Sukhwinder Singh,
Jaspreet Singh @ Jassis, Kapil Dev, Randhir Singh @ Dhira'and Lakha Singhi;

3. FIR No. 46/2018 of PS-Rangar Nagal District-Batala under sectiop 121, 121-A, 122, 124-A, 115, 1208,
307, 438, 427, 148 and 149 of IPC, 11, 12, 13, 17, 18 of Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act and
Section 25 of the Arms Act against the accused Gurpatwant Singh @ Pannu, Dharminder Singh @ Fauji,
Kirpal Singh, Ravinder Singh @ Raja, Amritpal Singh, Ravipreet Singh, Nirmal Singh, Harnam Singh,
‘Maan Singh @ Kulwant Singh @ Kanta, Deep Kaur @ Kulbir Kaur, Paramjit Singh @ Pamma, Ranjit
Singh-@ Rana @ Harmeet Singh @ Harpreet Singh and Ashok Sharma;

4,  FIR No. 1522018 of PS-Sultanwind District-Amritsar under section 117, 122, 124-A, 153-A, 153-B and
120-B of IPC, Section 17, 18 and 19-of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act and Section 25 of the
Arms Act against the accused Sukhraj Singh @ Raju, Malkit Singh @ Meetu, Bikeainjit Singh @ Vicky,
Harprit Singh @ Happy, Gurwinder Singh @ Gurprit Gopi, Manjit. Singh @ Manga, Jatinder Singh @
Goldy, Harmeet Singh' @ Raju, Roofal @ Rahul Gill, Sukhmandar Singh @ Gopy and Kuldip. Singh;

5. FIR No. 132/2018 of PS-Lahori Gate, Div-4, Patiala under section 13, 16, 18 and 20 of Unlawful
Activities: (Prevention) Act, 1967, Section 3, 4, 5.of the eXplosive: Substance. Act, 1908, Section 25 of the
Arms Act and Section 120B of the Indian Penal Code ‘against the accused Shabnamdeep Smgh @ Deep
@ Billa @ Maninder Singh, Jatinder Singh @ Binder Singh, Gursewak Singh, Ramesh Kumar, Vinod
‘Kumar, Kulvinderjit Singh and Harmeet Singh PHD;

6.  FIR No. 156/2018 of PS-Sirhind under section 25 of Arms Act, Section 120B of Indian Penal code and
Section 20 of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 against the accused Mohiuddin Sadigki,
Harpal Singh and Gurjeet Singh Nijjar;

7. FEIR No. 3/2019 of PS-8.8.0.C. District-Amritsar under section 25/54/59 of Arms Act and Section 13 of
Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 against the accused Baljit Singh, Jagdev Singh @ Jagga and
‘Manjit Singh @ Manna;

8. FIR No. 179/2018 of PS-Sadar Samana Patiala under section 25 of Arms Act against the accused Jarman
Singh; .

9. FIR.No: 299/2018 of PS-Khatima, Udamsingh Nagar, Uttarakhand under section. 153-B and 505 of IPC
and Section 66 of IT Act against the accused Harjeet Singh @ Babbi Bhinder and Kulwinder Singh; and

10.  FIR/Case No, RC-02/2019/NIA/DLI under Section 120B, 1244, 153A, 153B and 505 of IPC and Section
13, 17 & 18 of Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 against the -accused Gurpatwant Singh.
Pannun;

8. In the aforesaid background, the Central Government formed an opinion that SFJ has been indulging in. the
activities which are prejudicial to the integrity and security of the country and have the potential of disrupting peace,
unity and integrity of the country and that it is necessary to declare ‘SFJ’ to be an ‘unlawful association’ with
immediate effect i.e. w.e.f. the date of publication of Notification No. S.0. 2469(E) dated 10" July, 2019,

™
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9. Upon receiving the reference on 8™ August, 2019, the Tribunal listed the matter for preliminary hearmg on
13" August, 2019,

10. On 13" Angust 2019, on, prima faci¢’ consideration of the: matenal placed on record by the Ceitral
Government, this Tribunal ditected that a notice under Section. 4(2) of the Act be issued to ‘SFJ’ to show cause,
within 30'days from the date of service of notice, as to why it be not declared as an “Unlawful Association” and the
matter was fixed for hearing on 20" September, 2019. The notice was directed to be: served on ‘SFJ in the
following mariner:

1. Byaffixing a copyof the notice at some conspicuous part of the office(s), if any, of the Association;

1. By serving a copy of the notice, wherever possible, on: the principal office-bearers, if any, of the
-Association; ‘

1. In case, the offices of the Association are located outside the territory of India or the principal office-
bearers ‘of the banned Association are actually. and voluntarily residing, carrying on business or
rpersonal]y working for gain outside the territory of India, the notices may be served in terms of Rules 25,
26 and 26A of Order-V of the-Code of Civil Procedure, 1908

IV. By making an announcement over the radio/television from the:local or nearest broadcasting station of
‘the All India Radio/Doordarshaiy; ,

V. Bypasting the notice on the Notice Board of the ofﬁce of the Deputy Commissioners at the Headquarters
of each of the Districts in the States, where the activities of the Association are undertaken;

V1. By pasting the notice on the Notice Board of the Indian Consulates/Embiassies in the countries where the
activities of the ‘SFJ" are claimed; and

VII. By pubhcauon in two National Newspapers in English and in two vernacular newspapers of the States of
Punjab, Haryana, Jammu and:Kashmir, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, Uttarakhand, Government of National
‘Capital Territory of Delhi and Chandxgarh Administration as also in the States of New York in USA;
‘Toronto.in Canada ‘and Eondon in UK,

11, Pursuant. to the directions given by the Tribunal, the affidavits of servicé were filed for the ‘states of
Haryana, Punjab, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, Uttarakhand, Jammu and Kashmir, NCT of Delhi and NCT of
Chandigarh, putting on record the factum of service of notice. So. far as sérvice of notice at the registered office and
other offices of the réspondent Association-at USA, Canada and UK was concerned, an affidavit of service wis filed
by the Under Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs, New Delhi confirming service. of notice on the respondent
Association at .the addresses mentioned in the background note furnished by the. government along with the
referénce. The affidavit was- supporled by the confirmation reports received from the High Commission of India at
London, the Consulate General of New York at USA'and the Consulite General of Toronto at Canada.

12 On 20" September, 2019, Mr. Eshan Javaid, Advocate; entered appearance on behalf of the respondent
Association and filed his vakalatnama. He was lead by Mr. Colin- Gonsalves, Semior Advocate. A complete set of
Background Note was supplied-to them to enable them to file their reply to the'Show Cause Notice. The reply to. the
Show Cause Notice was filed by the respondent Association on 14.10.2019 by way of preliminary submissions.

13. Before proceeding further in answering the reference, it would be appropriate at this stage to notice
Sections 3, 4, 5-and 9 of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act; 1967 and Rdles 3 &5 of the Unlawful Activities
(Prevention) Rules, 1968 and some of the pronouncements of the Hon"ble Supreme Court on the subject:

Sections 3.4, 5 and 9 of the UAPA read as under:
“3. Declaration of an association as: unlawful. —(] ) If the Central Government is of opinion.

that-any association is, or. has become, an unlawﬁd assocmtzon it may, by norzﬁcanon in the
Official Gazette, declare such association to be unlawful.

(2) Every such notification shall specify the grounds on which it is issued and such other
particulars as the Central Government may consider necessary:

Provided that nothing in this sub-section shall require the Central Government to disclose any
Jact-which it considers to'be against the public inferest to-disclose.

B
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(3) No such nottﬁcatzon shall have effect until the Tribunal has, by an order-made under.
section 4, confirmed. the declaratzon made therein and the order is pubhshed in the Official
Gazette:

Prowded that if the Central: Govemmem is.of opinion that ctrcumst‘ances ‘exist which render i
‘necessary for that Government to-declare an association to; be unlawful with immediate effect,
it:may, for | reasons:to.be stated in wntmg, direct rhat the: nonﬁcatzon shall; Subject to any ‘order
that may. be made under section 4, have effect from the date of its publication in.the. Oﬂ'iczal
Gazette:

(4) Every such notification shall; in addition to its publication in the Ojﬁczal Gazeite, be
published. in not less than one daily newspaper having circulation in the State in which the
principal ofﬁce, if any; of the association affected is situated, and shall also be served on such
association ‘in such manner-as the ‘Central Govemmem‘ may. thmk fit and all or any of the
Jollowing modes may be foIIowed in effecting such service; namely —

(a) by affixing a copy of the notification to some. conspzcuous part af the aoffice, if ¢ any, of the.
assoczatton, or

(b) by serving a copy of the notification, where.possible, on the principal office-bearers, if any, of
-the association; or

(c) by proclazmmg by beat of drum or by means of loudspeakers, the contents of the notification-in
the.area in whichthe activities of the association are ardmanly carried on; or

(d) in such other manner as may be prescribed.

4. Reference to Tribunal—(1) Where any association has been declared unlawful by a.
‘notification issued under sub-section (1) of section 3, the Central Government shall, within
thirty days from the date of the.publication of the notzﬁcatwn under the said sub-section; refer
the nottﬁcatzon to the Tribunal for the purpose of adjudicating whether or not there is suﬂiczent
cause for declaring the association unlawful.

(2)On receipt of a reference under sub-section (€] ), the Tnbunal shall. call upon rhe association
jaﬁ‘ecred by natice in writing to show cause, within thirty days from the. date of the service of
such notice, why the association should not be. declared urilawful,

(3) After considering the cause, if any, shown by the association or the office-bearers or
menbers thereof, the Tribunal shall hold an mquzry in the manner: speczﬁed in section 9 and’
dfter. calling for such further information as it may - _consider necessary from the Central
Government or from any- oﬂ”ice-bearer or niember of the association; it shall decide whether or
not ‘there is sufficient. cause for declarmg the association to. be unlawful and make, as
expeditiously as possible and inany case within a period of six months from the date. of the
issue of the nofification. ander sub-section (1 ) of section-3, such order as it may deem fiteither
-confirming the declaration made in the notzﬁcaaon or cancellmg the same.

/(4.), The order o the Tribunal made under sub-sectzon (3) shall be publl,s'hed in the'O“jﬁ'ciaI‘
Gazette.

'S. Tribunal—(1) The Central Government may, by notification in the Official Gazette,
constitutes, as and when necessary, a tribunal to be known as the “Unlawful Activities
(Prevention) Tribunal” consisting of one person, to be appointed by the Central Government:

Provided that rio person shall be so appointed unless he is a Judge ofa High Court.

'(2) If, for any reason, a vacam:y {other than a temporary absence) occurs in the office of the
presiding oﬂicer of the Tribunal; then, the Central Government shall appoint.another person in
accordance with the provisions of this section to fill the vacancy and the proceedings may be
continued before the Tribunal from the stage at which the vacancy is filled.
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(3) The Central Government shall make avazlable to. the Trzbunal such staff as may be"
necessary for. the dlscharge of its ﬁmctwns under this Act;

“) All ‘expenses incurred in connection with the Tribunal shall be 'defrayed. out of the

- Consolidated Fund of India.
(5) Subject to the provzswns of section9, the Tribunal shall have power to regulate its own

procedure .in all matters. arising out of the discharge of its functions including the place or
places at which itwill hold its sittings.

(6) The Tribunal shall, for the purpose of making an inquiry under this Act, have the same:
powers as are vested.in- g civil court under the Code of Civil: Procediire; 1908 (5. of 1908),
while trying a suit, in respect of the following matters, namely —

(@) the summoning and enforcing the attendance of any witness and examining him on oath;

(b) the discovery and. prodiction of any document or other material object producible as
evidence;
(c). the reception of evidence on affidavits;
(d) the requisitioning of any public record from any court or office;
(e) the irs‘u‘in‘g of any commission fbr the examth_atizm of witnesses.
(7) Any proceeding before the Tribunal shall be deemed to be a judicial proceeding within the
-meaning of sections 193 and 228 of the Indian Penal Code (45 of 1860) and the Tribunal shall

be deemed to be q civil court for the purposes of section 195 and [Chapter XXVI] of the
[Code].

XXX XXX XXX

9. Procedure to be followed in the disposal of applications under this Act.—Subject to.any
rules. that may be made under this Act, the procedure:to be followed by the Tribunal in holding
any inquiry under sub-section (3) of section 4 or by a Court of the District Judge in disposing

of any application under sub-section (4).of section 7 or. sub-sectton (8) of section 8 shall, so far
as may be, be the procedure laid down in the Code of Czwl Procedure, 1908 (3of 1908), for
the. investigation of claims and the deczszon of the Tnbunal or the Court of the District Judge,

as the case may be, shall be final.”

3. Tribunal and District Judge 10 follow rules of evidence.—(1) In iolding an inquiry under
‘sub-section (3) of section 4.or disposing of any, apphcatton under sub-sectton (4) of section 7
or sub-section (8) of section'8, ihe Tribunal or the District Judge as the case may ‘be, shall,

sub]ect to the provisions of sub-rule (2), follow, as far as practtcable the rules of evidence laid
down in the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 (1 of 1 872)‘

[(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in the Indian Evidence Act, 1872 (1-of 1872), where
any books of account or other documents have been produced:before the Tribunal or the Court
-of the District Judge by the Central Government.and such books of accousit orother docurents
are claimed by that Government to be of a confidential nature then, the Tribunal or the Court
.of the District Judge, as the case maybe, shall not,—

(a)  make such books of account or other documents a part of the records of the proceedings
before it; or .

(b)  allow inspection of, or grant a copy of, the whole of or any.extract from; such books of
account or other documents by or to any person- other than a party to the proceedings

before it.]
Moo
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5. Documents which should accompany a reference to the Tribunal— Every reference made
to the Tribunal under sub-section (1) of section 4 shall be accompamed by—

(i) acopyof the not:gﬁcatwn made under sib-section (1) of section 3, and
(1) all the facts on which the grounds specified in the said notification are based:

‘Provided that nothing in this rule shall require the Central Govérnment 1o disclose any fact'to
‘the Tribunal which that Government considers agairist the public interest to disclose.” -

14. Sub-section (5) of Section 5.of the Act. provides that subject to Section 9, the Tribunal has the:power (o
regulate its own procedure in all matters durmg the discharge of its functions. Section 9 provides for the” ‘procedure’

to be followed for disposal of the apphcauons under-the Act, viz. subject to: the rules made under the Act, the
procedure to be followed by the Tribunal in holding any inquiry under Section 4(3) or any application under Section
7(4) or Section 8(8) “so fara as” ‘may be, the procedure 1aid down in the Code of Civil Procedure 1908. Rule 3 of the
UAP Rules provides that subject fo sub-rule (1), the Tribunal shall follow “as- far as.practicable” the rules. of
evidence as laid down in the Indian Evidence Act 1872, Thus, the Indian Evidence Act and the Rules made
thereunder are ot ‘stricto senso’ applicable to-the proccedmgs under the Act. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in
Jamaat-e-Islam: Hmd v. Uniion of India; (1995) 1 SCC 428, while examining a similar banon an association.
named Jamaat- e-Islam1 Hind, exaniined the provisions of the Act and on the issue of procedure observed that the
Tribunal can devise a suitable procedure whereby it can itself examine-and test the credibility of such ‘material
before it decides to accept the same for determining the existence of sufficient cause for declaring the association to
be unlawful. It has further been held by the Supreme Court that the, material need not be confined only to legal
evidence in the strict sense and such a procedure would ensure that the decision by the Tribunal is made after
assessing the crcdlblhty of the material while protectmg the nghts of the association and its members without
compromising and/or Jeopardxzmg the public interest, following the prmc:ples of natural justice and not merely
accepting the opinion already formed by the Central' Government. It has also been held that the materials in such
matters are not confined to legal evidence in the strict sense and that the scrutiny and the procedure required to be
followed as well-as appreciation of evidence and the material brought on the record is not akin to a criminal trial.

15. It is pertinent at.this stage to also lake note of the guidelines laid down by the Supreme Court in Jamaat-e-

Islami Hind (supra) for holding an enquiry of this nature. The Hon’ble Coutt has highlighted the principles which

ought to govern an enquiry of this natire and the manner of adjudicating the ‘sufficiency’ of cause to ban an
association. Iri para 11 of the judgment, the Hon’ble Supreme Court has-observed as under:-

“The nature of inquiry contemplated by the Tribunal. requires itto weigh the material on which
the rotification under sub-section: (1) of Section 3 is. issued by the Central Government, the
cause shown by the Association in reply to the notice issued to it and take. into- constderatwn
such further information-which-it may call for, to decide-the-existence of suj]icwnt cause for
declaring the Association to. be unIawfuI The: entire procedure contemplates an objective
determmatwn made on: the basis of material Placed before the Tribunal by the two sides; and
the'i mqmry is.in the nature of ad}udlcarwn of a lis-between two parties, the outcome of wluch
depends on the weight of the material produced the them”.

In para. 19 of the judgment, the Hon’ble Supreme Court has dealt with the issue of appreciation of material
placed before the Tribunal, based on which the Central Government took the décision to ban the- association. The
said para reads as under:-

“The test of factual existence of grounds amenable to objective determination by the court for
adjudging the reasonableness of restrictions placed on the right conferred by Article 19(1)(c)
to form associations, in the scheme of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967, is equally
applicable in accordance with the decision in V.G. Row. 1t is, therefore; this:test-which must
determine the meaning and content of the adjudication by the Tribunal of the existence of
sufficient -cause for declaring the association fo be unlaugful under the Act. A different
construction. to equate the requirement-of this Act with nere subjective- satisfaction of the
Central Government, when the power to declare an association to be. unlawful depends on the
Jactual existence of the grounds which.are amenable to pbjecttve,dgt_emunatwn, would.result in
denuding the process of adjudication by the Tribunal of the entire meaning and content of the

expression ‘adjudication’.”
MQUL\ )
—1——/




gy

(9T T-ave 3(ii)] T T T : FHTETIN 13

In para 26 of the:same Judgment, the Hon’ble Court has | ronounced:on the apphcauon of the principles of
natural justice: to-ensure that the ‘decision. of the Tnbunal is lts: wn opini , formed on-the basis of material. placed
before. it and not a mere imprimatur - of the “Tribunal affixed to the- opinion of the Centra] Government. The
observationis made by the Hon’ble.Court'in the said para 26 read as under:

IR the provision for adjudication by Judzaal scrutmy, dfter a show-cause’ nohce, of
-existence of siifficient cause 1o justify the declaration must. necessartly imply-and-import into'
the: mquzry, theminimum requzrement of natural justice to ensure that the decision of the:
Tribunal is -its -own_ opinion, formed on the entire: available: material, and not a mere
imprimatur of the Tribunal affixed to the opinion of the Central Government Judzctal scrutiny
implies a fair procedire to- prevent the vitiating element of arbztranness What is the fair
procedure in a given case, would depend on the materials constituting the factual foundatton of
the nottﬁcatzon and the manner in:-which.the Tribunal can.assess its true worth. This has to be’
determined by the Tribunal keeping in view the nature of its scrutiny, the minimum requirement
of natural justice, the fact that the materials in such matters are not conﬁned to legal evidence'
in the strict sense, and that the scrutiny is not a criminal trial, The Tribunial should form its
opinion on all the points it controversy after assessing for itself the credibility of the material
relating to it, even though it may riot be disclosed to the association, if the public interest so
requires.”

16. During the hearing of the Tribunal on' 17" October, 2019, the respondent Association moved an application
seeking copies of documents which-are referred to.by ‘the witnesses in their-affidavits espec1ally in the affidavit.of
‘Smit. Sonia Narang (PW-2). Response to this application was filed by the Union of India stating that so long as
documents which are in_public domain are concerned, they shall be supplied fo the respondent Association.

However, documents which-are classified and not in public domain cannot be provided and that Union of India shall
claim privilege: in respect of those documents and the said documents would be placed before the Tribunal, for its
perusal, in a sealed cover. Union of India subsequently also filed an- application under Section 123 of the Evidence
Act read with Section 172 of the code of Criminal Procedure. claiming. privilege in respect of certain documents
which were sought by the- respondent Association vide its apphcatlon dated 17.10.2019. The respondent Association
-also preferred an application objecting to furmshmg of documents by Union of Indla in sealed cover. Reply to the
said application was filed by the Union of India; Vide order dated 06, 12,2019, it was directed that the said issue will
be heard and decided along with the mairi matler.

17. It is deemed necessary at this stage to decide the issue of “privilege” claimed by the Central Government in
respect of documents submitted by the witnesses in sealed covers, the contents whereof have not been disclosed to
the respondent Association or o its counsel.

18. Mr. Sachin Datta, learned Senior counsel for the Union of India argued that the naturé of proceedings and
the scope -of enquiry before the Tribunal ‘and lhe treatment which has 1. be-given to the documeits-in respect of
which privilege has been claimed: by the- govermnent is guided by the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in
Jamaat-¢-Islami:Hind:(supra) 1t is submitted that the Hon’ble: Supreme Court after interpreting the schieme of the
Act and the Rules framed there-under has upheld the right of the government to claim privilege:in respect-of
confidential documents in public interest. Learned senior counsel referred to para 20 and 22 of the said judgment,
which read as under:

Q0. i The scheme under this Act requiring adjudication of the controversy in this
manner makes it implicit that.the minimunt requirement of naturdl justice:must be satisfied, to
make the adjudication-meaningful. No doubt, the requirement. of naturdl justice in a.case of this
kind must be tailored to safeguard- publtc interest which. must always outweigh every lesser
‘interest. This is also evident from the fact that the proviso to sub-section (. 2) of Section'3 of the
Act itself permits the Central Gavernment to withhold the disclosure of facts which it considers
1o be.against the public interest to disclose. Similarly, Rule 3(2) and the proviso to Rule 5 of
the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Rules; 1968 also permit non-disclosure of confidential
documents and information which the Governinent considers to be against the public interest to-
disclose, all information and evidence relied on by the Central Government to support the
declaration made by it of an association to be-unlawful, has 1o be disclosed to the association
to enable it to show cause-against the same. ............

iy
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22. It is obvious that the unlawful activities of an association may quzte often be clandestine:in
‘nature and, therefore, the source of ewdence of the unlawﬁd activities may. require. continued
rconﬁdentzahty in publzc interest, In such a sztuanon, disclosure. of the source of such
.information, and, may be, alsofull pamculars thereof, is likely to:be against the public interest..

‘The scheme of the Act-and the procedure for inquiry indicated by the Rules framed thereunder
provide for. maintenance of Lonﬁdentwhty, whenever requzred in publzc mterest However, the
non-disclosure. of sensmve information- and ewdence to the association and its oﬁice bearers,

whenever justified ‘in public interest, does ‘not necessarily imply its non-disclosure to the
Tribunal as well. In such cases where the Tribunal is. satisfied- that non-dzsclosure of s such
information to the association or its office- -bearers is in public interest, if may permit-its non-
disclosure to the association or its or its office-bearers, but in order to perform its task of
ddjudzcatwn as required by the Act, the Tribunal can look into.the same for the purpose'of
assessmg the. credzbzlzty of the information and satisfying itself that it can safely act on the
same. In such a situation, the.Tribunal can devise a suitable procedure whereby. it can itself
examine and test the. credzbthty of such material before it decides to: accept the same for.
determining the existence of sufficient cause for declaring the association to be unlawful. The
materials need not be confined only to legal evidence in the strict sense. Such a procedure
would ensure that the decision of the Tribunal is an adjudication made on the points in
controversy dfter assessing the. credibility of the material it has chosen to accept, without
abdicating its finction by merely acting on the ipse dixit of the Central Government. Such a
course would. satisfy ‘the ‘minimum requirement of natural justice tailored to suit the
circumstarices of each case, while protecting the rights of the association and its members,

without jeopardizing. the public- interest. This would: also’ enisure that the process of
adjudication’is not denuded of its content and the decision ulttmately rendered by the Tribunal
is reached by it on all pints'in controversy after adjudication and riot by mere acceptance of the.
opinion already formed by the Central Government.”

19, Learned senior counsel.for the Union of India submitied that the documents in the sealed cover are
confidential and sensitive in nature and are part of evidence collccted during the course of invesﬁgaﬁon as also
inputs received from the intelligence agencies. 1t is submitted that disclosure of these documents might-put-to peril
the safety of certain entities, who-are named-in these documents and, hence, these documents cannot be supplied to

the respondent Association or to their counsel, Learned senior counsel also sought to place reliance on Section 123

of the Indian Evidence Act, It is. stated that the privilege in respect of the said documents:is- claimed based on'the

nature of documents which impinge upon national security and their disclosure might jeopardize the interest and
safety of individuals and also the national security.

20. Mr. Colin Gonsalves, leatned senior counsel for the respondent. Association on the. other hand argued that
non supply of copiés of documents being produced before the Tribunal in sealed cover would, in fact; jeopardize
their defense and the respondent Association would not even know as to what are they required to defend.or what
are the documents based on which the Central Government has formed its opinion to ban the respondent
Association, Learied senior counsel referred to the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Courtin §. P. Gupta vs, Union
of India, 1981 (Suppl.) SCC 87 to submit that even if the privilege is to be-claimed by the Union of India in respect
to certain documents, it must follow the specified procedure and the claim for privilege can be made only by the
Ministér or the Secre(ary of the concerned department by way of an affidavit while in-this case the application
claiming privilegé has been filed only with an affidavit of a DIG in the National Investigation Agency. Leared
senior counsel rélied on para 75:of the judgment which reads as under:

“Now we may conveniently at this stage consider the question as to how a claim for immunity
against disclosure should be raised under section 123, It is necessary to repeat and re-
emphasize that this claim of . Immunity :can -be Justifiably made only, if it is felt that the
disclosure of the document would be injurious to public interest. Where the State is a. part to.an
action in which disclosure of a document is sought by the opposite party, it is possible that the
decision to withhold the document may be influenced by the apprehension that such disclosure
may adversely affect the head of the department or the department itself or the minister or-even
the government or that it may provoke public criticism.or-censure in the legislature or in the
press, but it is essential. that such considerations should be totally kept-out in reaching the
decision whether or not to disclose the document. So also the:effect of the document on the

s
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ultimate course of the litigation-whether its- disclosure would: hurt the State in its defense-
should have no relevance in.making a claim. for immunity against dtsclosure The soIe and only
constderatxon must: e whether the disclosure of the document would be detrzmental to public
:mterest in the partwular case before the Court, It has therefore been heId since long ‘before
;Conway Vi Rtmmer was decided in England and since. the decision in Sodhz Sushkev Smgh case
in India that a claim Jor immunity against disclosure should be. made by the ministerwho is the
'poIttzcal head of t the departmem‘ concerned or failing him, by the secretary of the department
and the Llalm should always be made in the form of an affidavit. ‘Where the affi dawt is made by~
the secretary, the Court may in an appropriate. case requzre an: affidavit of the minister:
concerned. The zgfﬁdawl should show that the document in quéstion has béen careﬁdly read:
and. constdered and the person raking the ajﬁdawt has fomted the view that the document
should not be disclosed either because ofits actual :contents or because. of the class of
documents to which it belongs. If in a given case no affidavit is ﬁled or the. affi davit filed is
defective, the Court. may give an opportunity to the State to file a properaffidavit. The reason is
that the immunity against disclosure claimed under section 123'is.not a privilege which can be
waived by the State. It is an immunity which'is granted in order to protect public interest and.
therefore even if the State has not  filed-an affidavit or the affidavit filed is not satufactory, the
court cannot abdicate its duty of deciding whether the disclosure of the document in question
would be injurious to public interest and the dociiment should not therefore be allowed to be
disclosed. That is why in England this immunity is no longer described as “Crown Privilege”
Dbut'is called “public interest immimity”. This aspect of the immunity was emphasized by Lord
Réid in-Reg v. Lewes Justices, ex parte Home Secretary where the learned Law Lord observed
that the expression ‘Crown Privilege’ is wrong.and may be misleading and there is no question
of any pnwlege in-the ordinary sense of the word, as the.real question is whethér the public-
interest requtres that ‘the document shall not b e produced Lord Simon of Glaisdale also
pointed out.in the same: “Crown privilege is a misnomer and aptto be niisledding. If refers to
the rule thai certain ‘evidence: is madnussxble on the ground that its adduction would be
contrary 1o the public interest...it is not a privilege which may be waived by the Crown or.
anyone else.”

21, It is, thus, submitted that even if Union of India is to claim privilege for- non-disclosure of certain
documents on the basis of pubhc interest, it-ought-to. file:an affidavit claiming such privilege showing exactly how
such: disclosure would-be against: public interest. It is, thus, argued that the. plea of the Union of India- claiming
-privilege for non:disclosure of certain documents be disallowed and the documents furnished by the Union of India
in sealed covers be not perused or considered while answering the reference.

22.  During the course of recording: of evidence of the witnesses; the witness namely Mr. S.C.L- Das, Joint
1Secretary, Mlmstry of. Home. Affalrs, overiment -of India. handed ‘over (0-the Tribunal two sealed: envelopes,
claiming their contents to be confi dential and, thus, ~claiming privilege. on disclosure. of ‘these dociiments t6 the:
respondent. Association on the ground of public interest in terms of | proviso to'Rule 5°0f the UAP Rules. Another
sealed envelope is filed by PW-3, Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, DSP along with his affidavit PW-3/1, even though the
contents thereof find mention in para 14 of the affidavit, wherein it is stated that the sealed cover contains the
transcripts. of Ranjit Singh Rana’s video and the relevant portion of Dharminder Singh-Amvitpal Singh
conversations..

23, There:is nodoubt that every document produced by the Central Government cannot be accepted on its face
value, pamcularly ‘those.'which are: produced in a sealed cover. While safeguarding the rights of the banned
Association, it is ecessary that each and every document produced by the Central Government ‘must-be made
avallable to-the respondent Association. At the same time it:also necessary, as observed by:the Supreme: Court, that
sensitive. information and mtelhgence inputs or their sources are not placed in public domain. But the. credibility of
each.of the documents produced before the Tribunal in sealed cover must be. assessed and examined. Even in S.P.
Gupta’s case (supra), which was referred to by the learned senior counsel for the respondent Association, the:
-Supreme Court has noted that cabinet- papers, ‘minutes of discussions of heads. of departments, and high level
documents relating to:the inner working of the government machine or concerned with the farming of government
policies belong to classified category of documents which in the public interest must be. regarded as _protected
against disclosure. In para 73 of the same: Judgment the Supreme Couit made certain observations with respect to
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balancing public interest vis-3-vis non-disclosure of documents. It would be worthwhile to reproduce the said para
73 .which reads as under:-

“73. ‘We have already pointed out that whenever an ob]ecnon to the disclosure of a.document,
urider Section 123. is raised, two questions fall for the determination. of the court, namely,
iwhether the  document relates to aﬁ‘azrs of State and whether its disclosure would, in the
particular case before the ‘court, be injurious. to public intérest. The court in- redching its
decision ori these two questions has to balance:two competing. aspects. of public interest,

because the document being one relating to affairs of State, its disclosure would cause some-
-injury 10 ‘the interest of the State or the proper functwmng of the public service and on the
other hand:if it is not disclosed, the nondisclosure would thwart the administration of j Justice by
keeping' back from the court a material document. There are two aspects. of public interest
clashing with each other ot of which the court has to decide which predominates. The
approach to this problem is admirably set out in a passage from the judgmeiit of Lord Reid
in:Conway v. Rimmer: ‘

'Qut the interest of the State i in _jeopardy. But there are many other cases where the Qosstbl

injuryto the public service is mich: less gmd there one would think that it would be proper to
ba(ance the public interests involved.’

[Emphasis supplied]

4. At the outset, it is made clear that the documents being.produced by. the Union of India in sealed covers

.cannot form the basis for assessing the sufﬁclency of cause in banning the respondent Association. At the most it

may have only corroborative value and support to- the substantive evidence placed before the Tribunal, copies
whereof are served-on the counsel representing the respondent Association. The principles of natural justice demand
a fair opporwnity to the respondent:Association to defend itself and the ban on the respondent Association cannot be
upheld based only-on the documents furnished by the Union of India in-sealed covers. The credlblhty of the
documents in sealed cover and their-corroborative value-can onlybe a reconﬁrmatlon of the evidence brought on

record, copies of which stand supplied to- the respondent Association; This view is reinforced by the recent

observations of the Hon’ble Supreme. Court in P: Chidambaram Vs., Directorate of Enforcement (2019) sCC

‘OnLine SC 1549 wherem in para-25 the Hon’ble Supreme Court has observed that, “while the. learned . Judge -was

empowered to Took at the materials produced in a sealed: cover to satisfy his judicial conscience, the learned Judge
ought not to have recorded finding based on the matenals produced in a_scaled cover”.

25. Coming now to the credibility and-corroborative value of the sealed covers filed by the witnesses, the said
sealed covers were opened and each of the documents were examined-in relation to the evidence brought on record
by the witnesses. and their corroborative evidentiary value was assessed. They were found to have a' direct
corroborative link 1o the substantive evidence placed on record by the Union of India and, thus, worthy of reliance.

Tt also emerged thiat these are sensitive documents and their disclosure-in public:domain may invite harmto-cértain-
identities. Further, the plea raised by; the learned senior counsel for the respondent Association that the application
seeking privilege must be supported by an affidavit of the Minister or the Secretary, which is not so in this case,

wherein the apphcatlon seeking privilege is supported by the affidavit of DIG only is a procedural/technical

deficiency and is not fatal to the' core issue of non-disclosure of confidential and sensitive.documents to the

tespondent Association or its counsel. The documents. have been re-sealed after examination.

26. The Act is a special enactment to deal with elements which threaten the integrity and sovereignty of the
country and the provisions.of the enactment must prevail over the general laws which may be applicable to such

proceedings. Thus, keeping in view the observations by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Jamaat-e-IsIamz Hmd

(supra) as well as in S.P. Gupta’s case (supra) and taking into consideration the statutory provisions of the Act as
also Section 123 of the Indian Evidence Act, which is not applicable stricto senso, the- plea of the Union of India

Yy e 876 ¢ 0:0 €9t
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claiming privilege:in respect of the documents filed in sealed cover by iwo of the witnesses deserves to be allowed
-and is s allowed. '

2]. The Central Government, in_support of the' Notification banning Jel, examined the following, twelve
witniesses:<

() ' Mr Satya Nand Pandey, SP, NIA (PW-1);

(ii) Ms. Sonia Narang, DIG; NIA (PW-Z);;

(i)  Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, DSP, District Gurdaspur (PW-3);

(iv)  Mr. Sukhminder Singh Chauhan, DSP, District Fatehgarh Sahib (PW-4);

(v} M, Harwinderpal Singh, DSP, State Special Operation Cell, Amritsar (PW-5);

(vi) Mr. Navneet Singh Mahial, DSP, District Shaheed Bhagat'Singh Nagar, Purijab (PW-6);
(vii)  Mr. Bikramjit Singh Brar, DSP Detective, SAS Nagar (PW-7);,

(viiiy ~ Mr. Palwinder Singh, ACP, Investigation, Amritsar (PW-8);

(ix) Mr. Jaswinder Singh Tiwana, DSP (Detective), District Fatehgarh Sahib (PW-9);

(x).  Mr. Mahesh Chandra Binjola, DSP, Udhamsingh Nagar, Uttarakhand (PW-10);

(xi) Mr.,Ananya’Gautam,IGP-ATS, State of Punjab (PW-11);

(xiiy  Mr. 8.C.L. Das, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs; Government of India (PW-12); and

28. PW-1, Mr. Satya Nand Pandey, Superintendent of Police, National Investigation Agency, New Délhi
appeared and produced his affidavit exhibit PW-1/1. The said witness has deposed in respect of Case No. RC-
03/2018/NIA/LKW [Ex. PW-1/2] registered at PS NIA, Lucknow. Initially, one FIR bearing No. 723/2018 dated
03.10.2018 ‘was registered at PS Jhinjhana, District Shamli under.Sections 395, 397 & 412 .of IPC and Sections 13,
16 & 18 of Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967. Subsequently, vidé. order dated 16.11.2018 passed by
Ministry of Home. Affairs, Government of India, the said case was transferred 1o-NIA and 4ccordingly Case No, RC-
03/2018/NIA/LKW was registered at PS NIA, Lucknow. Along with the affidavit, the: witness has annexed copy of
‘order dated 16.11.2018 passed by Ministry of Home Affairs, Governmentof India; copy of FIR No. 723/2018; copy
of charge-sheet filed in the aforesaid FIR; copy of whatsapp:chat pertaining to SFJ recovered from the mobile-set of
accused Jarman Singh. along with its translated copy; and copy of judgment dated 10.07.2019 of the Special NIA
Court, Lucknow convicting all the accused persons in the aforesaid FIR along with its English translation. The-said
documents were markéd ExPW-1/3, PW-1/4, PW-1/5, PW-1/6A & PW-1/6B and PW-17A & PW-1/7B
respectively.

29, The. witness in his affidavit has stated that on-02.10.2018 at about 22:10 hrs, HC Sansar Singh along with
Home Guard- Sanjay Verma, while deployed on duty at Khala. Kamalpur Picket, Police Station Jhinjhana, District
“Shamli were attacked by 05-06 armed persons who had come on 02. motoreycles. These miscreants snatched their
-service rifles. and ammunitions (One INSAS with 20 rounds & one*303 bore rifle with 10 rounds) In the ‘said
incident, Home Guard Sanjay Verma was shot while HC Sansar Singh sustained injury. Accordingly, one FIR No.

723/2018 was registered-at PS Jhinjhana, which case was subsequently transferred to NTA, which registered case
No. RC-03/2018/NIA/LKW ‘at PS NIA, Lucknow. During investigation, it was revealed that the main accused
Jarman Singh @ Garman Singh was highly motivated-and radicalized to the cause of creation of Khalistan. and had
planned to assassinate the family members of Sh.Parkash Singh Badal, Ex-Chief Minister of Punjab, on the pretext
that the government in state of Punjab.let by his family was quelling. of protests against. the alleged news of
desecration. of Gurugranth Sahib, In pursuance thereof, he wanted to kill Sh. Sukhbir Singh Badal, ex-Dy.CM,

Punjab and for. the said purpose, ‘he tried to illegally arrange automatic weapons through various channels i.e. by
soliciting the same from different people but after having filed in his quest, he planned this incident of looting
weapons from police personnel in association with his friends out of desperation. and executed the same, He further
stated that NIA had seized mobile handset at the instance of Jarman Singh and:got it analyzed through CERT-In,

New Delhi. During analysis of Jarman’s- Whatsapp account, two groups were found having- many pariicipants
including accused Jarman Singh. Also, two mobile numbers +19294377324 and +13472388231 were found saved in
the name of “2020” and: “Sikhs for Justice” respectively. He further staled that during investigation, it was found
that these were the numbers which operated WhatsApp accounts with the same name and shared pro-Khalistan

M
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related texts, audios/videos, Facebook & Youtube video URLs with ils members and used to discuss on 2020
Referendum issues for formation of separate Khalistan State carved out from India. By usmg these: groups, they
were spreading propaganda amongst -Sikhs people against Government of Tndia drrectly attacking integrity and
soveréignty of India, He has further stated that the shared YouTube videos. relate (o provocation for creation of
separate Khalislnn slate In one of the video link shared by Sikh For Jusuce, one Jasbir Singh and others are raising
slogan in favour of Khalistan with words like “Khalistan deabad” “Referendum2020 Jindabad” and "Indra goof
Khalistan”. In another video shared by SFJ appealed (o its viewers to choose between “Khanda” or: “Trranga e,
either Khalistan.or Tidia.

30. The witness has further state that during trial, the accused persons viz, Jarman Singh-@ Garman Singh,
Guzjant Singh, Karamveer Singh, Anvit Singh and Karam Singh pleaded guilty arid confessed their role in- the
crime. Accordingly, on 10.07.2019, the NIA Special Court, Lucknow convicted the accused persons and awarded
sentence to all the accused persons under relevant sections.

3L Inhis cross-examination, the witness has denied the suggestion that suggest that the two telephone. numbers
‘mentioned on-page-3 of his afﬁdavrt have: nothmg to do with the respondent Assocratron -He further. demed the
suggestion't that the videos referred to-in his affidavit are not produced promoted or financed by SFJ and: volunteered
that the videos which were found in the Whalsapp group by the name 2020 Referendum had certain videos which
are nploaded through a number which had the initial digits ‘13’ and the said’ number is registered in the name of SFJ.

He also denied the suggestion that that the chats referred 1o in Annexure — ‘E’ to his affidavit have nothing to do
with the respondent Association.

32. PW-2, Ms. Sonia Narang, Deputy Inspector General, National Investigation-Agency, New Delhi appeared
and produced her affidavit exhibit. PW-2/1. The said witness has deposed in' respect of Case No. RC-
02/2019/NTA/DLI (State' Vs. Sikhs for Justice) bemg the: supervrsory officer of the case.-The said witness has also
filed copy of the aforesaid FIR along with various annexures.

33. The witness in her affidavit has stated that Ministry of Home Affairs, Government of India vide order dated
11.01.2019 directed NIA to take up the 1nvestrgauon of the case against radical Khalistani orgarnizations viz.“Sikhs
For Justice”, and, thus, case No. RC-0212019/NIA/DLI was registered. She has stated that during investigation, it
has come to light that a systematic and sustained campaign has been launched by the Khalistani extremists based in
offshore locations such as USA, Europe and Canada under the banner of ‘Punjab Referendum 2020 for Khalistan” to
mobilize the Sikh community all over the world, including India, and incite them to start a mass agitation against the
‘Government with an intention to secure secession of the State of Punjab from the Union of India and to declare
Punjab as a separate and mdependent Sikh nation viz. Khalistan, She has further stated that Gurpatwant: Singh
Pannun is leading this campargn and. formally launched the same in a rally organized in June, 2014 in New York.
She has further stated that SEJ is presently propagating ‘Referendum 2020" in a very big way on the social media as
well as on ground by’ holding meetmgs across USA and other countries- where Sikhs are in large numbers. Further; a
website was also launched by name www.referendum2020. org which is full of pro-Khahstam posts -and-aniti-India
insinuations. The website has posters with photo of slain, terrorist Jarnail Singh. Bhindranwale juxtaposed with: the
caption ‘Punjab Referendum 2020 for Khalistan’ and. logos for ‘Punjab Referendum 2020" and ‘Khalistan’. These
posters staying ‘Slop Indian Terrorism’ and ‘Free Pun_|ab End Indian Occupation’, She has further stated that the
website has-a discourse on ‘Right to Self-Determination under International Law’ wherem it discusses that two
methods are avarlable for the people of Punjab for independence; the first being secession and second  being the
solution/dissolution of India into several smaller states such as Punjab (Khalrstan) Gorkhaland, Assam, Kashmir,
‘South India; Maoist insurrections; furlher claiming that Punjabi is the. common language and the Sikhs being
,predommant in Punijab, they have the right to self- determination based on language and: relrgron She has further
stated that the Facebook page of SFJ exhorts Punjab Police not to obey the orders of Capt. Amannder Singh, the
Chief Minister of Pun_|ab thereby trying to: incite. mutiny and disaffection among the police force against the
Government and instigating them to resort to violent forms of extremism. She has further stated: that in its quest to.
mobilize and provoke the Sikh diaspora to agitate for the secession of Punjab- from the Umon of India, SFJ
organized various gatherings viz, ‘London Declaranon at Trafalgar Square London on 12" August, 2018; Nagar
Kirtans (processions)-in New York and Toronto'on 9" Septermber; 2018 in an attempt lo galvanrze Sikh youth.to join
the fight for secession of Punjab through referendum 2020. Further; on 6" June, 2018, they organized ‘Sikh
Freedom Rally’ at India House in London to protest against the Operauon Blue Star-at Golden Temple Amritsar in

1984.
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34, In her: cross-exannnahon the. wrtness has: stated lhat the documenls referred toi 1n her afﬁdawt as Annexures

‘D’ o ‘M ate part of an ongomg investigation and as,av.mauer of procedure and’ pracuce the documenls formmg ‘

part of the charge-sheet to be filed before the Special NIA Court.are not shared wnh anyone pnor to they be1ng filed

before the Court. She further stated that the charge-sheet in the- case will be ﬁled in due course.in. accordance wnh
law. She has further stated that she had explained the contents as well as the sowrce of each of the annexures

.annexed 10 her afﬁdavrt and each of these documents dre avarlable and canbe accessed fmm the source mentroned

in her affidavit. She denied the suggestion that the documents viz, Annexure = ‘D’ onwards to her affidavit are not
genuine and are-fake. She has further stated that ag per the mveshgatron so far carried out by NIA, the respondent
Association has been attempting to instigate the masses and more particularly the Sikhs' community to agitate and
rebel for a separate state.of Khalistan; In response to the question wheikier she can show . single instance where
significant number of people have come out in India asking for Khalistan, she replied that it is a part of ongoing
investigation,

35, PW-3, Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, PPS, Dy. Superintendent of Police, Sub Division, Sri Hargobindpur, Police
District Gurdaspur appeared and produced his affidavit Ex.PW-3/1. The said witness has deposed in.respect of FIR
n0. 46/2018 registered at PS Rangar Nangal, Police District Batala under Sections. 307/438/427/ 120-B, 121, 121-A,
122, 124-A, 115, of IPC, Sections 11,12, 13,17 & 18 of the ‘Unlawful Activities (Prevenuon) Act, 1967, under
Sections 25/54/59 of the Arms Act, 1959, and ‘Section 66-F of the Information Techinology Act, 2000 being the
invesﬁgaﬁng officer of the case. ‘

36. The witness.in his-affidavit. has stated that on 31.05,2018 at about.3;:30 a.m, some unknown persons had

attempted to kill Sartaj Smgh Slo Kun_] Lal, a salesman at the wine. shop by settlmg the wine shop on fire by pouring

petrol, however, he came out of the wine shop and saved his life: Thus, FIR No. 46/2018 was registered at PS
Ranger. Nangal, Police District Batala, District Gurdaspur He has stated that during investigation, as. per-the
disclosure statément of accused Dharminder Singh, one revolver 0.32: bore along with 03 live cartridges 0. 32.and 02
live cartridges 0:315 bore, Rs. 40 000/ Indian currency notes, 110 posters on which Sikhs For Justice is written in
English, 03 stencils on which Khalistan Zindabad and one board on which Punjab.Referendum 2020, one fiber sheet
on which the words “Punjab Referendum” are written, 05 spray bottles, one box along with brush which is smudged
with blue colour and 02 mobile phones were recovered. He has further stated that on the basis.of investigation, it
was established that lhe accused Dharminder Singh and Kirpal Singh are associated with the. organization Sikhs For
Justice. The leaders of this organization are sitting abroad and they are providing- them funds through ﬂlegal means
for carrying out unlawful activities in India like arson and setting wine shops on fire etc. The witness has further
stated that on the disclosure statements of the accused, involvement of other persons ‘including Gurpatwarit Singh
Pannun were established and they were made accused in the aforesaid case: He has further stated:that the mobile
phones recovered from the accused persons were sent to CERT-In for examination and from the mobile phones,
images related to SFJ'sponsored 2020 referendum, videos of burning. liquor shops, video' on telegram app in which
Ranjit Singh Rana was. instigating Dharminder Singh.for waging a-armed war against the government and an audio

‘in which Dharminder Singh asking Amrtipal Singh {0 do recce of Hindu Shiv Sena leader Sudhir Singh were found.
He has further stated that Dharminder Singh and other accused are a part of module and their criminal activities was

on the behest of Sikhs For Justice.

. In his cross-examination, the witness has denied the suggestion that Dharminder Singh, Kirpal Singh,
Ravinder Singh, Ravi @ Ravipreet Singh have nothing to do with SFJ. He also denied the suggestion that
Gurpatwant Singh Pannu has nothing to do wrlh the money used: for purchasing pistols. and that Gurpatwant Singh
Pannu had nothing to do. with.any- of the illegal ‘activities stated by him in paragraph-9. He also denied the

-suggestion that Gurpatwant Srngh Pannu is not a member of any.of the groups mentioned in paragraph-11 of his

affidavit but volunteered that he is a member of one of the groups. He also denied the suggestion that no warrants
were issued against Gurpatwant Singh Pannu but volunteered that open-ended warrants issued against Gurpatwant
Singh Pannu and others, He also denied the suggestion that persons mentioned in paragraph. 32 of his affidavit are
not the members.of SEJ,

38. PW-4, Mr., Sukhminder Singh Chauhan, PPS, Dy. Superintendent of Police, Bassi Pathana, District
Fatehgarh Sahib, Punjab appeared and produced his affidavit exhibit PW-4/1, The said witness has deposed in
respect of FIR rio, 132/2018 registered at PS Lahori Gate Patiala, District Patiala under Sections 13, 16, 18 & 20 of
the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967, under Sections 3/4/5 of the. Bxploswes Act, 1908, Section 25/54/59
of the. Arms Act and Section 120-B of the IPC, The witness had also annexed various annexures viz. R—lIT to R-7/T,
R-8,R-9/T 0 R-12/T, R-13 to R-15 and R-16/T and R-17/T 10 his afﬁdavr(.
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39. The witriess in his-affidavit has stated that on 31.10,2018 he had received secret information from an.
‘informer that Shabnamdeep Smgh son of Jasvir Singh, against whom casés under. Arms Act have already been
registered and who is part of a:terrorist orgamzatron KLF, was parncrpatmg in terrorrst activities and was workmg
for récruiting new members for terrorist activities by conshluung anolher new orgamzauon, namely Khallstan Gadar
Force (KGF) To setup KGF he was bemg helpedﬁb “his handlers in Pakistan .who provide him money, arms and
-ammunition; Thus, FIR*No. 13212018 was Tegistered. He has. fuirther stated that on 01.11.2018, while. checking for
the suspected- persons-at. around 08: 30 a.m.,, one Shabnamdeep Slngh was; slopped and on his search 0.30 bore prstol:
along with 6 live cartridges was recovered from him, Further; a grenade and two latter pads one each of Khalistan
Gadar Force (KGF), Khalistan Liberation Force (KLF) and Babbar Khalsa Intemahonal (BKI) were also recovered
from the ‘shoulder bag of Shabnamdeep Singh, He has, further stated that dunng investigation it has been found that
Shabnamdeep Singh is very active on social media about 2020 Referéndum and Sikhs for Justice.

40. In his: cross-examination, the witness has denied the suggestion that' Shabnamdeep Singh has nolhmg to do
‘with.the SFJ, as pointed out in his affidavit.

41. PW-5, Mr. Harwinderpal Singh, PPS, Dy. ‘Superintendent of Police at State Specral Operation: Cell,
Amritsat appeared and produced his afﬁdavn exhibit PW-5/1. The said ‘witness has. deposed in respect of FIR no.
03/2019 registered at PS State Operatmn Cell, Amntsar under ‘Section 25 of the Arms Act and Section 13 of the
Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 The witness had also annexed Annexures~A to.F to his, affidavit,

42, The witness in his affidavit has stated that on 15.03.2019, an informer informed that Baljit Singh. s/o
Karnail Singh, Jagdev Singh @ Jagga s/o Mukhtiar Singh and Manjit Slngh sfo Swinder Sirigh were in possession of
illicit -weapons-and ‘were planning to carry out a major ‘criminal activity in the area, Thus, FIR No. 3/2019 was
registered. After registering the FIR, SI SukhbirSingh raided the spot and artested the three accused and recovered

02 pistols 0,32 bore along with 03-magazines and 14 live cartridges from their possession. During investigation it
was' revea]ed that the weapons recovered from: the accused were to be- used by them to.target the people responsible
for sacrﬂege mcrdents in‘Punjab. He has further stated that n was further revealed that the -group was working for.an
organization Sikhs for Justice and was in contact with one ‘Davinder Slngh r/o United Kingdom on Facebook, who
was motivating the group to work for Sikh Referendum 2020. He has further stated that the data extracted from the
phone of the accused Baljit Singh contains-objectionable material pertaining to Sikh Referendum 2020, a brainchild
of ST circulated by the accused and his associates on social media. Further, hteralure regarding 2020 Sikh
Referendum was also recovered from the.accused which was published by SFJ.

43. In his cross-examination, the witness has'denied the suggestion that the affidavit filed by him is false.

44, PW-6, Mr. Navneet Smgh Mahal, PPS, Dy. Supennlendenl of Pohce, ‘Sub-Division Banga, District
Shaheed Bhagat Singh Nagar; Punjab; appeared and produced his affidavit exhibit PW-6/1. The said witness has
deposed in respect of FIR No. 26/2018 registered at PS Sadar Banga, District SBS Nagar, Punjab under Section 436
and 511 of IPC. The witness-had also annexed Anfexures-A to I'to his affidavit.

45, The witness in:his affidavit has stated that on 02:04.2018, while patrolling, SI Rajéev Kumar stopped four
youths namely Jaspreet Singh @ Jassa, Sukhwinder Singh @ Sunny, Manvir Singh and Randhir Singh @ Dheera,
who ‘were comingfrom v1lIage Khaan-Khana on a motor¢ycle. On pre]nmnary mqu1ry carried out at the spot,

Jaspreet Singh was found in possession of ‘one match- box,: Manvir. Singh was carrying a plastic can of five litres
~containing keroserie il and-Sukhwinder Singh was-found in‘possession of plastic gloves. He has further stated that
-after thorough'i 1nqu1ry from the young men, it 'was revealed that they were in the process of setting ablaze a liquor
vend shop in the area of village Gunachaur and thereafter the imprint of ‘Khalistan Zindabad Referendum-2020"
was to be printed on the wall. Thus, FIR No. 26/2018 was registered. During, further interrogation, police recovered
two plastic stencils having ‘Khalistan Zindabad’ in Punjabi language and ‘Khalistan Referendum 2020’ in English
language along: with two spray paint conlainers were recovered. He has firthei staled that aftér inveéstigation it has
been found that all the accused in this case were involved in-anti national activities at the behest of foreign handlers
i.e. Kulvir Kaur who was financing them for subversive. activities.in Punjab in. the name of Khalistan Referendum
2020, which is'the main separatist agenda of Sikhs for Justice. ‘

46. In hrs cross-exarmnauon, the witness has denied the suggestion that four accused persons, as mentioned in
his-affidavit, have nothing to do with SFJ and volunteered that Mr. Gurpatwant Singh Pannu had written a letter
dated 25.06. 2019 to the Secretary.of the State, USA Michael Pompeo stating that the four boys in this case were'the
campaigners in Punjab for Referendum-2020 and that they were arrested and charged with‘arson and terrorism. He
also denied the suggestion that SFJ has nothing do with the imprints recovered in the case.
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47. PW-7, Mr. Bikeamyjit Singh Brar, PPS, Dy. Superintendent of Police Detective,’ SAS Nagar appeared and
produced his affidavit exhibit PW-7/1. The said ‘witness has:deposed in respect of FIR no. 14922017 registered at PS.
Sohana District SAS Nagar under Sections 124-A, 153-A, '153-B and 120-B of. [PC The witness had also annexed -
Annexures-A t0 R o his-affidavit.

48. The witness in his affidavit has stated that secret information’ was received that at different places.in
Punjab, objectionable posters have been pasted which contain broad letters text stating’ “Indgpenderice is the only
‘solution’ 2020, Punjab independence referendum” followed by small letters “from today 33 years back on account
of attack on Darbar Sahiby by the Army genocide of thousands of innocent Sikhs was done”, The posters also contaifi
the photograph of J arnail Singh Bhindrawale along with a photograph of damnged Akal Takhat Satiib in 1984, Thus,
FIR No. 149/2017 was registeréd. The witness has further stated-that the’ persons. behind the act-of pasting. these
posters were Gurpatwant. Singh Pannu; Legal Advisor of Sikhs For Justice; Jagdeep Singh @ Baba Jag Singh and
Jagjit Singh. Furthier, during investigation, one Gurpreet Singh was “arrested, who ‘confessed that posters were
designed and prepared according to the sample sent. by. Harpunit Smgh o whom ‘directions were_given by
Gurpatwant Singh Pann, Jagjeet Singh and Jagdeep Singh. Phone numbers of Gurpatwant Singh.and Jagjeet Singh:
were also provided by him to the police. He has futther stated that during investigation, it has been established that
poster purchase .order and details-of locations were sent by- the accused Gurpatwant Singh Pannu to co-accused
Harpunit Singh, who further sent these to Gurpreet Singh and it has also been revealed that the accused are working
for spearheading and promoting “Khalistan Referendum 2020” with the support of the association Sikhs For-Justice,
foreign based handlers to radicalize' Punjab youth and to enlist the support of gangsters and radicals in Punjab who
are what SFJ calls, fighting for the ‘liberation of Punjab’ from the Indjan: Governiment.

49. In his cross-examination, the witness has denied the suggestion thet accused -persons mentioned 'in his.
affidavit have nothing to do with SFJ and that they receive no support from SFJ but volunteered that they are
working for SFJ. He also denied the suggestion that the contents of para (9) of his affidavit regardmg persons named
therein organizing youth of Punjab to motivate as well as radicalize them and making them ready for waging a war
against India are.incorrect. He also denied the suggestion that SFJ has nothmg to do- with the posters mentioned in
the affidavit -and stated that SFJ is the organization which is getting thesé posters made. He also denied the
suggestion that Gurpatwant Singh Pannu has not signed any purchase order for ‘posters and submitted that the
purchase order was signed by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu.

50. PW-8, Mr. Palwirider Singh, PPS, Assistaint Commissioner of Police, Investigation, Amritsar City appeared.
and produced his affidavit exhibit PW-8/1.-The said wimess has deposed.in respect of FIR No. 152/2018 registered
at PS Sultanwind, Arritsar City under Sections 117, 122, 124-A, 153-A, 153-B, -120-B, IPC, Sections 17/18/19 of
the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967, and Sections 25/54/59 of the Arms Act and Section 120-B of the
IPC. The witness had -also annexed Annexures-116 11 to his-affidavit

51 The witness-in his affidavit has stated that a secret information was received that Sukhraj Singh @ Raju
was receiving money f from abroad for publicity of Khalistan Referendum 2020 and ‘he, in order-to create-atmosphere
of terror in. public, while himself preparing cloth banners of Khalistari Referendum 2020, was affixing thém on
public places in: Amritsar City wilh the help of his accomplices Malkmt Smgh @ Mitu and-Patti Bahniwal. Thus,
FIR No. 152/2018' was registered. Durmg investigation, the aforesaid accused were arrestéd-and 08 banners -of
*Khalistan Referendum'2020°, spray paint and dye for preparing banners were. recovered from their possession.
Therealter, on the basis-of disclosure statement of accused persons, other persons were ‘also nominatéd as co-
accused in the case. He has further stated that as percall-details of mobile phone nunbers of the accused persons, it
has been revealed that the accused are working for spearheading and promoting ‘Khalistan Referendum 2020’ with
the support of Sikhs for Justice and enlist the support of gangsters and radicals in Punjab.

52 In his cross-examination, the witness has demed the suggestion that the accused persons received no
support from Sikhs for Justice but volunteered that it is evident from Annexire A7 of his ‘affidavit which has
payment vouchers attached and Sikhs for Justice letter as also from Aninexure A10, which is. the letter- written by
‘Gurpatwant Singh Pannu to the Sectetary of State, USA, which establishes their link with the accused, He also
denied the suggestion that Sikhs for Justice is not connected with any gangster o radicals in Punjab.

53. PW-9, Mr. Jaswinder Singh Tiwana, PPS, Dy. Superintendent of Police (Detective), Fatehgarh Sahib,
District Fatehgarh Sahib appeared and produced his affidayit exhibit PW-9/1. The said witness has deposed .in
respect of FIR no. 156/2018 registered at PS Sirhind, Distt Fatebgarh Sahib under Section 120-B of IPC, Sections
25/54/59 of the Arms Act and Section 20 of the Unlawful Activities (Prevenhon) Act, 1967. The witness had-also

annexed Annexuress R-1/T to R-14/T to his affidavit
N
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54. The witness in his affidavit has stated that on 07.12.2018 at around 9:40.p.m., a police informer gave secret
information to ASI Jagroop Singh that a suspecwd person is roaming i in the area.of Railway Road, Humayunpur :
Sithind and from his activities, it seems that this person will commit somé untoward ingident. The police personnel .
caught'the said-person who- introduced himself as Mohudin Sadlqm A 0.38 mm plstol was recovered from his
d\mng his search ‘He informed the police that this pistol was given o h)m at Dethi on the order of Gurjeet Smgh
Nijjar, who is an active: memher of SEJ; He also told that this pistol wouldbe from| him by someone at Sirhind.
Thus, FIR 156/2018 was reg1szered The pohce also recovered 05 live: cartndges, three touch-screen mobile. phones.
and 6 SIM cards from the accused. During investigation, it was- found that one SIM having mobile No, +35-
796727452 was given to him by Gurjeet Singh Nijjar, who is' residing in Cyprus ‘The witness has fuirther stated that
the accused in his disclosure statement before ASI Jagroop Singh said that since longtime; he was in contact with
Gurjit Singh Nijjar and Harpal Singh; who-are active members of Khalistan Zindabad Force. He further disclosed
that on the-order of Gurjit:Singh Nijjar, he gave one pistol: along with 05 carmdges about 7/8.months ago to above:
said Harpal Singh at Gurudwara Fatehgarh Sahib and since then they were in-a planning ‘to. make terrorist Jagtar
Singh Hawara to éscape from Tihar Jail. '

55. In his cross-examination, the witness has denied the suggesuon ‘that Gurjit Smgh Nl_uar ‘has nothing to do
with Sikhs for-Justice. He has further stated that as per- the statement of witnesses, disclosare statement of other
accused and as per the investigation of this case, it is revealed that he is: ‘working for Khalistan Jindabad Force (KJF)
and Sikhs for Justice (SFJ).

56. PW-10, Mr. Mahesh Chandra Binjola, Dy: Superintendent of Police/Circle Office Khatima, Udhamsingh
Nagar, Uttarakhand appeared and produced his affidavit exhibit PW-10/1. The said ‘witness has deposed in respect
of FIR No. 299/2018 registered at PS Khatima District, Udhamsingh Nagar, Utiarakhand under Section 153(B)/505
of IPC and Section 66 of the LT. Act. The witness had also annexed Annexures- A'to E to 'his affidavit

57. The witness in his. affidavit has stated that dunng the mvesugatlon of FIR No. 299/2018, it cane to light
‘that the two accused persons Haqeet Singh @ Bobby and Kulvindar Singh @ Bunty had created a What's app group
20-20 Khalistan Referendum’ & “Bhindra Commando’ and both were the group admin, ObJecuonable materidl was
being posted on this group arid disseminated to the members thereof. He has further stated that the reference to "20-
20 Khalistan Referendum’ makes it clear that the accused persons had a connection. with and/or inspired. by Sikhs
For Justice.

58, In‘his cross-examination, the witness has admitted that he is familiar with Khalistan Referendum and that
he had seen the website of Sikhs For Justice. He has further stated that he has noticed Khalistan 2020 on the website.

He has further stated that he had also seen the. website: Rcferendum 2020.0rg and found (hat the ideology of both
Sikhs. for Justice and Referendum 2020 is the same. He denied the suggestion that the Khalistan Referendum
website and whatsapp. group.is not of Sikhs for Justice, He also denied the suggestion that Referendum?2020.org is
not the website of Sikhs for Justice. He has further stated that there may be many groups of Khalistan Referendum,

However, as per his investigation in. the case refesred to in his affidavit, there.are two groups namely 2020 Khalistan
Referendum and Bhindra Commando. He denied the suggestion that these two groups are not associated with SFJ.

59. PW-11, Mr. Ananya Gautam, IGP-ATS for State of Punjab- appeared and produced his. affidavit-exhibit
PW-11/1. The said witness has been nominated as the Nodal Officer from the State of Punjab for all matters
connected with the outfit ‘Sikhs For Justice’ (SFT), for its declaration as- Unlawful Association vide Notification
dated 10.07.2019. The withess had also annexed Annexures- 1 to 45 to his affidavit.

60, The witness in his affidavit has stated that SFJ:is the progenitor-of the campaign *Sikh Referendum 2020
and Gurpatwant Singh Pannun, legal advnsor of SFJ launched the said campaign in a rally organized in June, 2014 in
New York. SFJ organized another rally in November, 2014 to gather support for Referendum-2020, He further
stated that SFJ is presently propagating Sikh Referendum—2020 in a.very big way on social media as well as'on the
ground by holding meetings across USA and other countries where efforts are'being made to mobilize and assemble
Sikh diaspora:in large numbers, He has further stated the SEJ on one of their facebook accounts has uploaded a map
with the title “proposed Map of Republic of Khalistan". Thls proposed map. shows States of Punjab, Haryana,
Himachal Pradesh, Delhi and adjoining areas of neighboring states of Rajasthan as Khalistan. He has further stated
that on 06.09.2018, Gurpatwant Singh Pannun uploaded a video branding the then Home Minister of India as a
Dehshatgard (terrorist). The witness has also narrated the propaganda made by the respondent. Association through
websites and social media; its connection with TSI, Pakistan and other terrorist/gangsters/radical elements and the
details-of criminal cases against the sympathizers and handlers of the respondent Association.
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61. In his cross-examination, ‘the witness has denied the ‘suggestion -that Gurpatwant ‘Singh- Pannu has no
]ll!‘lSdlCliOn beyond g1v1ng Tegal: advice: toSikhs for- Iusuee but voluriteered that websiie SikhsforJustice.org has been -
registered in his name and he is the owner of the website. He also. demed the suggesuon that all lhat is-posted on the
tweets arid Facebook posts, etc. are Gurpatwant. Smgh Paniu’s personal views that have nothmg todo with S1khs for'
Justice but; volunteered that when we speak-of Gurpatwant Singh Pannu, he speaks for. Sikhs for Justice only | because
Referendum 2020 is the brain child of Sikhs for Justice, All the posts in support of Referendum 2020 are either by
Gurpatwant Smgh Pannu or his supporters quoting Pannu’s videos. He also denied the suggestion that the website of
Sikhs for Justice is Referendum2020.0rg but volunteered that SikhsforJustice.org is the website and Referendum
2020 is one of their campaigns. Gurpatwant Singh Pannu is the owner of the website SikhsforTustice.org and
Referendum 2020 is part of the campaign for Sikhs for Justice. He ‘stated that he had seen the webisite
SikhsforJustice.org and that there is mention of burning of Indian flag. He further ‘stated that in- Annexure:1,0f his
affidavit: by way-of evidence; the events being sponsored by Sikhs for Justice are given. One of the evenfs. is
burning of Tndian flag. He admilted that the website SikhsforJustice.org is registered in the name of the law firm of
‘Gurpatwant Singh Pannu.-He further aduitted that on the website SikhsforJustice.org, there is no justification of the
Pulwama attack but volunteered that Gurpatwant Singh Pannu has Jusuﬁed the Pulwama afiack in his statements on
the social media. He denied the suggestion that on the website there is nothing whereby SFJ calls for the' police to
disobey orders but volunteered that Mr. Pannu is: giving statements time and again on public platform and social
media which are being circulated in India through Whatsapp groups, which have an implied reference to
disobedience. It is his voice and the witness-can recognize his photograph also..He is trying-to threaten police
officers because he knows there are-many police.officers whose families-or children are-abroad. He also denied the
suggestion that Annexures 9 & 10-at' page-67 of his affidavit have nothing to' do with the organization Sikhs for
Justice. He also denied that the accused persons. named in para 19. of his affidavit have nothing to do with SEJ but
volunteered that they are'the core members of SFJ and they are seen with Mr, Pannu in all the rallies. He also denied
the suggestion that Sikhs For Justice hasnothing to.do.with the video mentioned in para 9 of his affidavit and that all
the posts expressed by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu are its personal. views -but volunteered that he has been
communicating with different guthorities on behalf of Sikhs For Justice on ‘the letierhead of Sikhs for Justice,
including writing a Iétter to the Prime Minister of Pakistan, He- also-dénied: the suggestion that Sikhs For Justice is
not connected with gangsters, radicals and criminals in Punjab but volunteered that they are hand in glove with
them. He also denied the suggestion that the persons. named in para 24 of his affidavit are not the foreign handlers of
Sikhs For Justice and that the persons-named in para 31 of his affidavit-have nothing to do with-Sikhs For Justice.
He also denied the suggestion that Sikhs for Justice has nothing to do with-the incidents méntioned in paragraphs 43,
46,52, 53 and 54 of his ffidavit, He further denied the suggestion that on the ‘website SikhsforJustice.org, there has
never ever been any call for violénce, burning of flag, for. committing any crime. ot justification for Pulwama attack:
but volunteered that Pannu’s ulterior motive is to create violence in Punjab. There is an undercurrent to incite
violence. They are supportm g gangsters and called upon them to not die as a-gangster as no one will then remember
youand that you should join the cause and die as a martyr. Then you will always be remembered.

62, PW-12, Mt. S.C.L. Das, Joint Sectetary, Mlmstry of Home Affairs, Government of India had appeared and

-produced his affidavit exhlblt PW-12/1. The said witness has: deposed regarding the procedure adopted in issuance
of Notification'dated 10® July, 2019 as also in respect of intelligence inputs and reports, copiesof which were
placed before the Tribunal in two sealed covers.

63. In his affidavit, the witness has stated that the Notification dated 10™ July, 2019 is based -on ‘the
information, material and inputs received from the Government of Punjab, Governmient of Uttarakhand; National
Investigation Agency and the Central Intelligence Agencies with: regard to involvement of ‘Sikhs For Justice in
unlawful activities. He has further stated that the information and inputs receives from the aforesaid, inter alia,
clearly indicate that SFJ’s (i) indulgence in activities which are inimical to the security, integrity and sovereignty of
the country; (ii) involvement in ‘anti-national and subversive. activities in Punjab and elsewhere, intended.to destroy
the sovereignty and territorial integrity of India; (iii) close association with éxtremist.outfits and activists; (iv)
support o the ideology of accession and violent forms of extremisi and militancy in Punjab and elsewhere
‘ atlempung to carve out a so called State of "Khalistan’ out of the territory of Union:of India; (v) aid and: abetment to
the activities aimed at secession of a-part of India from the Union; (vi) support to separaust groups fighting for this
purpose in India and abroad by indulging in activities, articulations and online campaigns intended to disrupt the
sovereignty and territorial integrity of India and (vii) actively promotes enmity between. communmes/groups which
is detrimental to communal harmony and peace in the country, He has further stated that since the unlawful activities
of SEJ were found to be continuing unabated, a Note was prepared for the consideration of the Cabinet Committee
on Security. Thereafter, the Cabinet Committee on Security considered the proposal contained in the above note, and
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in the meéting held on 10’h July, 2019100k the decision to declare SFJ as an unlawful association. Accordingly, the
requisite Notification was made and published in the Gazette of India, Exlraordmary, Part-II Section 3, Sub-Section -
(ii)-vide S.0. 2469 (E)- daled 10™ July, 2019. He has furlher state that the intelligence inpuis from the mtelhgence ‘
agencies/IB bear ample testimony to-SFI's involvement in unlawful activities.:He has further stated that the so-
called ‘Referendum 20207 i$ reportedly to begin in November, 2019 with culmination in 2020 and preparations. for
this have already been begun, Pakistan is actively supporting SFJ lhrough its intelligence. agency i.e. ISTon the Sikh
Referendum 2020 campaign:

64. In his cross-examination, the witness has stated that he had seen the website of Sikhs For Justice and also
the intelligence reports from the Central ‘agencies. giving broad details about the registration of this particular
website, namely, sikhsforjustice.org and its contents. He has further statéd that one’ American citizen by the name of
Gurpatwant Singh Pannu is the leader of Sikhs for Justice. He has further stated that he do not recollect as to; Awho is
‘the leader ‘of the organization Sikhs for Justice as per the official records of the organization in America, He has
further stated that SFJ i claimed to have been started as a legal advocacy group advocating perceived rights of Sikhs
across the globe and volunteered that from the material accessed and examined, it is ~amply clear that this
organization, has as its core objectlve a secessionist agenda vis-g-vis the Indian Union and advocates not only a
secessionist ideology 1mpactmg prejudma]ly on the sovéreignty-and integrity of India but also-disrupting communal
harmony and peace through its subversive activities. He accepts lhat there are references to Qperation Blue, Star in
the material relating to SFJ and stated that condemnation of the-actions of the Government and the Army in
Operation Blue Star is-a crime. He also volunteered that it is an offence if it is done in a manner and- with the purport
of inducing and inciting serving and retired- members of the Police and-Armed forces for disaffection against the
Indian-State. He has also stated that there is threat to the sovereignty, integrity and unity of India on account of Sikhs
for Justice in Punjab as their activities have that potential. He has further stated that he do not recall if there is any
explicit call to violence.on the website of Referendum 2020, but the -outlines of its secessionist agenda:and carving
out a separate State from Indian Union is quite explicitly stated in.the website:

65. In addition to.the above prosecution witnesses, no public witness had appeared to depose before the
Tribunal or filed any affidaviL.

66. The respondent Association has not examined any witness in support of their case despite sufficient
opportunity having been granted for this purpose, In fact, the respondent Association filed an affidavit dated
12.12.2019. of Avtar Singh Pannu in response to the application filed by the Union of India seeking his cross-
‘examination wherein, in para-2; it is stated'as under:

“That as coordinator -of Sikhs For Justice, hereby state that for personal reasons T will be
unable fo give oral -evidence before. this Hon’ble Tribunal. I further-state that I have given
instructions: to our. advocates to close evldence ‘from the side of SFJ wnhout any oral
evidence........."

67. Thus, there ‘was rio oral evidence. put-forth by the respondent. Association. They only filed an affidavit
.dated 22.11.2019 of Mr. Avtar Singh Pannu, Coordinator for SFJ, placmg on record documents relating to SFJ and.
‘its activities. Mr. Pannu also did not appear for his cross-examination. in respect of the affidavit filed, as noted
above.

“68. Movmg on to the oral arguments addressed by learned counsel for the parties, Mr. Sachin Datta, senior
counsel for the Union of India commenced his' arguments by: referring to sub- sections (0) and. ® of Secuon 2of the
Act which deﬁne “Unlawful- Actmly" and “Unlawful Association”. respechvely It was argued that activities which
are intended or support any claim to bring about the cession of a part of the territory of India or which incites any
individual or group of individuals to bring about such cession or secession and also activities which intend to
question or disrupt the sovereignty and territorial integrity of India are unlawful activities and any association which
has as its object any activity which is punishable under- Section 153A or Secllon 153B-of the Indian Penal Code or
which encourages or aids persons to undertake any such activity is an unlawful association. Learned senior counsel
further referring to-Sections 3, 4 and 9 of the Act argued that activities of the respondem Association are admittedly
in the nature of perpetuating a.claim to'cede a part of the territory of India into a separate state.and thus intended to
dlsrupt the  sovereignty and territorial integrity of Tndia. and such activities of the respondent Association are
“pnlawful activities” within the scope and-ambit of sub section (0) of Sectlon 2 of the Act and by virtue thereof,
respondent Assoclauon is liable to declared an “unlawful -association” in terms of sub-section (p) of Section 2 of the
Act. Learned senior-counsel referred to the contents of the notification dated 10® July, 2019 as also the details
furnished in the background note filed by them pursuant to Rule 5 of the Rules wherein the activities indulged in by
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the respondent Association are detailed as also the FIRs reglstered against the members and’ handlers of the
respondent Association: ,based in India and abroad: Learned senior counsel argued that the matenal p]aced by them
-on record has vmually been ‘uncontested by the respondentiAssoclatnon ‘since most of the documents placed on
,record are the creation of the respondent Assoclauon itself and hence, they are left Wlth no defense to argue.

69. While: referrmg to-the evidence adduced by the’ Umon of India through its 12 witnesses, leamed senior
counsel spec1ﬁca]ly referred to the. afﬁdavn of PW-2, Ms. Sonia Narang; Reéferring to Annexure-B o the affidavit,

which is‘a copy of case FIR No, RC- 02/2019/NIA/DLI dated 15.01.2019 registered under Sections 13, 17 & 18 of
the Act read with Sections 120B, 124A, 153A, 1538 and 505 of the Indian Penal Code, learned senior-counsel
‘pointed out that the said case has been reglslered based on credible: mformahon that certain entities. and individuals
‘based in India.and ‘abroad such as *Sikhs For Justice’ have enlered into a criminal conspiracy with. other: ‘terrorist
~orgamzat10n and gangs and have started 3 concerted campalgn in the name of “Punjab Referendum 2020 for
Khalistan™ and are raising funds and carrying out secessionist activities on ground as well as on social media with-an
intention to instigate the members of Sikh commiunity to agitate for the secession of the State of Punjab from. the
Union of India, undermining the Sovereignty, unity and tetritorial integrity of India. The suspected offence further
notes that these-secessionist and radical elements including but not limited to Gurpatwant Singh Pannu, the legal
advisor of Sikhs. for Justice have been inciting disaffection among the Sikh community towards the Governmient of
India through their msurrechonary, insinuating and seditious activities. Learned senior counsel next referred to page-
7 of the affidavit which is a printout from the website mm_fgmndumm_m which has. a dlsplay of Punjab.
Referendum 2020; Page-8 of the affidavit refers to the observation ‘Khalistan’-and ‘Stop Indian Terrorism’. Page-9.
of the. affidavit which ‘again is from the. same website reads, Free Punjab and Indian Occupahon’ ‘Punjab
Referendum 2020 for Khalistan®. Page-10 again makes the same reference to ‘Khalistan’. and “Referendum 2020 for
Khalistan’, Learned senior counsel next referred to page-11 whlch is a discourse on self-determination arid makes a
reference to ‘self- determination’, ‘secession’, and ‘disintegration”. Learned senior counsel next referred to-page-16.
of the affidavit, Annexure-G: which is a form available on the website of Sikhs For Justice, intended to enable people
to donate money. Learned senior counsel subrhits that the funds. genérated by the respondent Association through
this illegal propaganda are channelized- through operatives in India for inciting hatred -and violence:in- ‘Punjab and
many cases in this behalf have been registered, Annexure-H on page 17 are the incriminating social media (twitter)
post by Gurpatwant Singh-Pannu, which are incinatory in character and a direct attempt to incite:secessionism-and'
violence. Learned senior. counsél next referred to page 19 & 20 of the affidavit which is a printout from the Twitter
-account of:Gurpatwant Singh: Pannu,. wherein he is inciting people “to burn:the tricolor that Indian army hoisted at
‘Sti Darbar Sahib complex in June, 1984”. Learned senior counsel next referred to page-21 which again is a Twitter
post by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu wherein he has attributed the attack on the Chinese Consulate in Karachi as having
been planned in Afghanistan and aided by the Indian spy agency. Learned senior counsel next referred to page-23
which again is a Twitter post by Gurpalwant Slngh Pannu dated 12.01.2019 wherein he:has noted that “American
Sikh:Group offers 1 million for victims of RAW errorist attack on Chinese. Consulate” Further, reference in the'
same Twitter postis, “Sikh Referendum 2020 will stop India’s (erronsm" Page 24 of the affidavit is again-a Twitter
post by Gurpatwawnt Singh Pannu dated 13:01.2019 wherein he has noted “tiranga shot down by pro-khalistan to
protest repubhc day 2019 raxsmg tricolor at darbar sahib’ by Indian army ‘'with-atorn-Indian flag underneath,

70. Learned senior counsel next reférred' to page-27 of the affidavit whichis a Twitter post by Gurpatwant
Singh Pannu dated 15.01.2019 wherein, referring to-a twitter post of a celebrity, threats have been extended by SFJ
to-the said celebrity with the remarks, “your call khoon ka badla khoon tesulted in 1984 Sikh genocide. SFJ is
waiting for your foreign visits to hold you accountable,” Learned senior counsel also referred to certain Twilter
posts by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu where he has issued-calls to the Sikhs soldiers 1o burn thie tricolor and support
Sikh Refereridum 2020:

¢ “Twitter post dated 20.01.2019 referring:to SFJ protest onRepublic Day:2019 at Washington.DC and also
making a call to-burn the tricolor”;

‘ “Twitter post dated 23.01.2019 where Gurpatwant Singh Pannu ‘made a call to watch:live:on January 26
burning of the tricolor™;

»  “Referendum 2020 will end India’s occupation of Punjab, voting in November, 2020 (page-32 to 38,
Anncxure-l)

¢  Glorification of known terrorist involved in political assassinations and nexus with:Kashmiri militants; and
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®  Spreading misinformation about Pulwama attack and claiming:the army to be a legitimate military target.
7L Learned senior counsel next referred (o -Annexure-J of the.affidavit which:is a printout from the website
referendum2020.0rg wherein there is a direct call by the respondent: Association to the Punjab Police to not obey
Captain Amarinder’s order and support Punjab Referendum 2020, Annexure-K is' Facebook post by SFJ regarding
London declaration on' 12.08.2018 at Trafalgar Square, Londofi, regardmg Punjab Indeépendence Referendum 2020,
Based on the contents and annexures to the aforesaid affidavit, learned senior counsel for the Union of India argued
that the activities of the respondént Association are not clandesting but-open and visible in'public domain:It'is an
open affront to the authority of the State. and all: these activities of the respondent Association are “unlawful
activities’ on the face of it intended to question and disrupt the unity and territorial integrity of India and, hence,

respondent Association has rightly been declared as an ‘unlawful association’.

72. Learned senior counsel next referred to the affidavit of PW-11, Mr.Ananya Gautam wherein on page-22 the
domain registration details of the respondent Association have been furnished. The said document shows that the
domain name sikhsforjustice.org is registered in the name of Pannu Law Firm Attorneys and the administrative
contact is Gurpatwant Pannu which shows. that Gurpalwant Singh -Pannu is the main protagonist of Sikhs For
Justice. Referring: to Annexure-1-of the affidavit, learned senior counsel pointed out that there is an open call by

Sikhs for Justice for Khalistan and Referendum 2020. The FB post on page-29 of the affidavit is a call for liberating

Punjab from India. He next referred to page-38.of the affidavit which is:a post dated 06.09.2018 wherein the Home
Minister of India has been referred to as a terrorist. He next referred to Annexure4 on page-39 of the affidavit
which shows that' Gurpatwant Singh Pannu and his associates misuse fake letter of Indlan Military- Intelligence
Report on Sikh soldiers. serving in Indian army and tried to propagate this letter. Learned senior counsel argued that
false propaganda was being conducted by Sikhs for Justice saying that Sikhs in the. Indian Army and their families
were being targeted by India for propagating Khalistan. Learned senior counsel next referred to Annexure-5:at page-
44 of the affidavit regarding SEJ letter to open ‘Referendum 2020. InformaUOn Centre’ in Lahore during 549" Birth
Anniversary.of Guru Nanak Dev ji. He next invited-attention to. Almexure-7 to the affidavit on page-47 which is-a
letter dated 27.02.2019 written by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu ¢o the Prime Minister of Pakistan, a copy whereof is

posted on the facebook and thus made-available to the world at large with the subject, “Pro Khalistan Sikh Diaspora
slands in solidarity with Pakistan”. The letter refers to the Indian Air strikes at Balakot and assures support for
Pakistan by the pro-Khalistan Sikhs from North America, Europe, Austraha and elsewhere Tt also makes a reference
to Refercndum 2020 and extends solidarity with the cause of Pakistan in Kashmu It would be worthwhile to

reproduce the contents vo,,f the letter, which read as under:

“February 27 2019
Honorable Imran Khan
Prime Minister of Pakistan
Government of Pakistan
Islamabad, Pakistan

mfo@pmo.gov.pk

Re: February 26" Indian Air Strike at Balakot.
Sub: Pro-Khalistan Sikh Diaspora Stands In Solidarity With Pakistan.
Honorable Prime Minister Khan:

“Sikhs.For Justice (SFJ} is an international advocacy group spearheading the peaceful and
non-violent secessionist -campaign for independence of Punjab from Indian occupation
through Referendum 2020, Punjab Independence campaign is based on Sikhs” right to self-
determination- as guaranteed: ynder Article I .common. to the UN Charter, International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights .and International Covenant on Economic and

Cultural Rights.
i
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In the wake:of Tndian Prime Minister Modi's growing jingoism after-Pulwama atiack and

ensuinng Balakot air stnke, we-are: writing fo-assure you: that at:this crifical juncture, Pro-

Khalistan Sikhs Jfrom North Amenca, Europe, Aus'tralta and elsewhere stand i soltdartty‘

with Pakistan — the:land where founder of our. reltglon Sri Guru Nank Dev Ji-was born and
breathed his last.

Prime Minister Khan, Sikhs liave many sacred places in Pakistan tncludmg Sri Nankand.
Sahib, ‘Sri: Kartarpur Sahib, Sri Panja Sahib and Sikhs around thé globe appreciate the .
hospitality and care demonstrated by Pakistan to-the Sikh community and their religious
places.

While we hope that better sense would prevail upon India and she would resolve the Kashmir |
and Punjab issues by holding Referendum instead of resortmg to wolence against freedom. '
seekmg peaple or waging war against Pakutan, hawever; if India ever attacked Pakistan, the
Pro-Khalistan Sikhs will extend full support to Pakistan and w111 standshoulder to shoulder
in‘thwarting any Indian attack.

Sikhs have a long history of standing against the aggressors and we strongly feel that during
this érisis, ifs our moral duty to. defend Pakistan-at the international forums in every manner
possible.

Thank youfor your time and-consideration
Sincerely yours

Gurpatwant Singh Pannun

Attorney at Law (New York)

Legal Advisor - Sikhs For Justice”

73. Learned senior counsel for the Union of India next referred to- Annexure-9 on page-63 of the affidavit of
PW-11 wherein India has been referred 1o as-a terrorist state and also SFJ opposing the Prime Minister’s visit to UK
in April, 2018 by stating, “SFJ to cliallenge Modi ~ Fice of Indian tértorism™ — Date: April 2018, Location -
‘Parliament Street, London. Annexure-10 at page-67 records the threat extended by SFI to the Indian Army Chief by
sayingthat he will face legal action if any attempt is made to violently crush Khalistan movemerit, Annexure:11 on
pages 69 refers to 19 FIRs registered against Jagtar Singh Hawara affiliated to Babbai Khalsa Infernational, who is
sought to be shown by SFJ as a victim of the Indian State. Learned senior.counsel pointed out that Babbar Khasla
International is a terrorist organization and stands banned under the- Act; It is submitted that SFJ is working-in
association with Babbar Khalsa International and considering the nature of activities in which the respondent
Association and its handlers are involved and-their collusion with members of the other banned organizations; there
is “sufficient cause’ for the Union of Tndia'to ban the respondent Association:

74, Learned senior counset for the Union of India next referred to Annexures-12 & 13at pages 73:to 77 of the
affidavit of BW-11, Mr, Ananya Gautam which are the facebook posts of SFJ activists Paramjit Singh Pamma and
others showing up in the India versus England world cup cricket match at Edgbaston, Birmingham wearing T- shirts
of Referendum 2020 and also waived Khalistan flag. Learned senior counsel submitted that the group comprising
Paramjit Singh Pamma and others raised slogans of Khalistan Zindabad during the match, It is submitted that police
had to be called in and the accused were arrested and subsequently released without registration of any case.
Learned senior counsel next referred to Annexure-15 atpage 125 of the affidavit, which is the gist of video uploaded
on facebook by California based ‘SFJ activist Sabi Singh threatening Sardar Sukhjinder Singh Randhawa, Cabinet
Minister, Government of Punjab and also SFJ activist attacking Manjtt Singh GK, President of Delhi Sikh
Gurudwara Prabandhak Committee. Learned senior counsel submitted that the members and Ssympathizers of the
respondent Association believe in the cult of violence and extend open physical threats to all right thinking people,
including Sikhs, who-are opposed to the concept of Khalistan, Learned senior counsel next referred to Annexure-17
on page 129 which is the gist of Gurpatwant Pannun’s video reply dated 24.09.2018 to Chief Minister of Punjab
Capt. Amarinder Singh wherein Gurpatwant Singh Pannu has challenged Capt. Amarinder Singh to remove his
security personnel for two days and look around in Punjab and he would see Referendum 2020 volunteers in every
village and city and that they could remove him from the post of Chief Minister in two days. In the same video,
Gurpatwant Pannu also exhorted the youngsters and both civil/police officers to support Referendum 2020 campaign
for establishment of Khalistan, Learned senior counsel next referred to-Annexure-21 on page-135 wherein the Prime.
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Minister of the Country has been referred to as a human rights violator and it is claimed that the only solution for
Punjab is Khalistan 2020 Referendum, Annexure-22 on page-136 is a transcription of Gurpatwam Singh Panmy’ s
video dated 13, 06 2019 wherein he has warned the Chief Minister of Punjab Capt. Amarinder Singh and DGP )
Punjab, Sh. Dinkar Gupla. In orie part of the v1deo Gurpatwant Singh Pannu has stated that, “q already conveyed that
our activists are campaigning for Referendum 2020 in Punjab in whlch nothmg is Jllegal Lasl year also, I told you
that if you keep forturing. our activists, you will be forced (o remain in the: boundaries of Punjab You saw-that
Dinkar Guptd, who conslders lumself as DGP: was not able to- leave London In lhe same-way Rajinder Sohal was
also forced to leave Cahfomla the same day” T the subsequenl part of the v1deo, he stated that, “till now, we have
only raised finger at you. Don’t force us to file the same cases of human right violation on your fanuly niembers that
you are trying to file against our activists. This is very loud and clear that Referendum 2020 campalgn isa
democratic campaign and we want you to follow the law, If there is going | to be’ any chances from your “side;. then
every one of yoii will face’ the consequences inclading You, DGP-Gupta and the Punjab Government”. Learned
senior counsel submits that Gurpatwant Singh Pannu is habitual of extending threats o the lawful authorities of the
State and habitually incites violence and disobedience by the civil/police officials,

75.  Learned senior counsel thereafter referred to Annexure-29 on page=156 of the affidavit of PW-11 which is
a letter written by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu.as a Legal Advisor for Sikhs For Justice to the Ambassador of China to
Pakistan dated 12.01.2019 wherein ‘while condeitining the November, 23 attack on the Chinese: Consulate in
Karachi, Pakistan, SEJ has termied it as the handiwork of the Indian Intelligence Agency, RAW. In the same leteer,

expressing solidarity with the-victims of the attack, SFJ offered to donate Pak-rupees 1 million for the families of the
security personnel who died during the November, 23 attack on the Chinese Embassy. Learned senior counsel
submitted that the respondent Association is espousing the cause of Khalistan and Referendum 2020 at the
International Forums and the anti-India sympathizers, who bolster their agenda of a separate state of Khalistan.

Annexure-30 on page 158 is a facebook notification of the respondent Association appealing to the residents of
Punjab, wherein they have noted that, “officers of Punjab police, who-had: ‘carried out fake encounters or had
tortured the Sikh youth supporting Referendum 2020 and named Suresh Arora, Dinkar Gupta, Surjeet Singh Grewal,

Sumedh Saini and Umra Nangal and called upon the people that if they have any information regarding family
members of these police officers residing in America, Canada, Europe, England, Australia or New Zealand etc., then
that information should be shared with Gurpatwant Singh Pannu. Learned senior counsel argued that this is an open
threat.to the authority of the State and intended to unsettle the hierarchical setup of State, Learned senior counsel
next referred to Annexure-37 to page 168 which is a facebook post by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu wherein he has
stated that Pulwama attack is not an act of terrorism but a legitimate military target in armed conflict between Indian
forces.and Kashmiri militants. Learned senior counsel arguied that this post by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu is indicative
of his association and support. for other militant organizations in the country which tends to endanger the: sovereignty
and territorial mlegmy of India, Learned senior counsel next invited attention to Annexure-38 on page 170 which
are photographs of free ‘PunJab’ ‘Kashmir’ and ‘Anti War rally in front of United Nation Headquarters on
28.02.2019". Annexures-40 and 41 are the facebook posts by the respondent Association relating to the Kartarpur
Corridor and Khalsa Sajna Diwan on 14.04.2019 at Gurdwara Panja -Szhib. The said annexures relate to the
respondent Association sponsoring 10,000 pilgrims from Punjab for Referendum 2020 Convention at Kartarpur
Sahib - A'bridge to Khalistan and the respondent Association 1o launch registration of Team 2020 on April 14 from
PanjaSahib, Pakistan for Khalistan Referendum, The whatsapp number of SFJ Lahore. office (text only) is also
provided on the twitter post at page-178 of the affidavit. Learned senior counsel next invited attention to. Annexure-
44 at page-184 which is the facebook.post by Gurpatwant Singh Pannu urging the Sikh community in Punjab to
boycott the: Lok Sabha Elections, 2019. The salient points in the said post exhort the Sikh community in.Punjab to
not accept the. Indian Constitution; Preedom of Punjab; and establishing an independent state-of Khalistan.

76. Learned senior.counsel next referréd to- Annexure-45 on page 185 which is aletter wrilten by Gurpatwant
Singh Pannu as a legal advisor of the respondent Association dated 25.06.2019 o the Secretary of - State and the
American Ambassador, United ‘States, Department of Siate ‘with the subject:, “Report on torture of Khalistan
Referendum 2020 campaigners and-criminalization of pro-Khalistan political union by Government of India”, It is
claimed in the letter that the Indian authorities -are exaggerating 'stories and fabricating evidence to implicate
Referendum 2020 supporters in terrorism cases. The letter goes-on. to. narrate certain incidents wherein the accused
persons were charged under the Indian Penal Code. Learned senior. counsel submitted.that the letter establishes the
link between the respondent Association and the cases registered in India. It leaves no doubt at all that:the FIRs
registered in India are against the associates and. sympathizers working for the respondent Association and
respondenit Association is actively collaborating and inciting the people in Punjab to disrupt the. sovereignty and
integrity of India,
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7. Learned senior counsel on behalf of Union of India while reiterating the submissions with-respect to the
unlawful activities. of the respondent Association réferred to the: prelnmnary submissions filed on. behaif of- the
respondent Association wherein the respondent Association had. also. sought in Izmme quashing of Notification dated
10" July, 2019 Referring to para 35 of the preliminary submissions, learned senior counsel argued that the right of
self determmauon claimed by respondent Association and their reference to the: human rights violation by India
specmlly with respect to the people of Kashmir is a drrect affront to the soverergnty and integrity of India. Learned
senior counsel submitted that the. respondent Assomatton claims some kind of parity with.the Kashmiri separattsts
‘and they herald terrorist as freedom fighters, Refemng to para 40 of the preliminary submissions, he drew: 4ttention
to the fol]owmg averments: “...SFJ is completely convmced that the Indian state carried out Genocide of Sikhs
through India in November I 984 afier assassination of late P.M ‘of India Indira Gandhi and the extra Jjudicial killing
of Sikhs in Punjab froni 1984 to 1998 in the name of counter.insurgency. The said.actions which qould be
characterized as genocide as a result of which-tens of thousands of Sikhs were massacred extra ]udzczally and
without any jJustification. ............... SFJ also believes thar Sikhs hive a right of self-determination under
established principles of International Law as enshrined in UN Charter and International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights. SFJ believes in realization of right of self-determination through peaceful and democratic means
and will continue to engage in activities that are nonviolent, peaceful and democratic”. It is submitted: that these:
submissions itself fulfill the ingredients of Section 2(0) of the Act-and, thus, the action of the Union.of India in
declaring the respondent Association as an ‘unlawful association’ is legal and within the parameters prescribed
‘under the Act,

78.  Learned Solicitor General next submitted that there are three kinds of evidence which has been brought on
record by the Union of India, viz. posts on behalf of the respondent Association on social media ie. facebook,
whatsapp, twitter etc. which have been elucidated in-the affidavits Ms. Sonia Narang (PW-2) and Mr. Ananya
Gautam (PW-11); evidence brought on record by way of various FIRs registered against the members, sympathizers
and handlers of the respondent Association in Punjab Uttarakhand and by NIA; and thirdly intelligence reports
placed before the Tribunal in sealed covers. He referred to para 13 of the: affidavit filed by Mr. 8.C.L. Das (PW-12)
wherein the original reports and inputs containing intelligence reports ‘and inputs on unlawful activities received
from.intelligence agencies have been submitted in a sealed cover for perusal, It was submitted that these documents
may be carefully perused as collateral evidence in support of the'substantive evidence placed by way.of social media
posts, affidavits of the twelve witnesses and the evidence by way of FIRs registered in Pun]ab ‘Ultarakhand and by
NIA. Leamed Solicitor General, thus, submitted that despite number of opportunities haying been granted by the
Tribunal, this is'a case of no defense evidence and nothing has been placed on record which could question the
action taken by the Union of India in declaring the respondent as an ‘unlawful association”, Thus, it is submitted that
in view of the submissions made, the Notification dated 10" July, 2019 issued by the:Union of India banning the
respondent Association with immediate effect deserves to be upheld.

79. Mr: Colin Gonsalves, learned sénior counsel for the;respondent Association af the outset submitted that
Referendum 2020 be néither read as a demand for a separate home for the:Sikhs nor ‘as’an-incitement. for waging a
war against the State. Léamed senior counsel referred to the decision of the Hon’ble: Supreme Court in Kedar Nath
Singh Vs. State of Bihar, 1962 Supplementaly 2) SCR 769:t0 submit that mere words are not enough to invite the
charge of sedition and that provisions like Section 124A IPC stand'toned down in the face- of Atticle 19(1)(a) of the
Constitution. Ti-is submitted that “saying" is not akin to waging a war and:it must be connected with other evidence
or criminal activity to read any deeper into the acts. Learned senior counsel subitted that small activities by any
association cannot be termed as “unlawful activities® within the meaning Section 2(o) of the Act unless the activities
have led to any significant. damage to the unity and integrity of Tridia. It is submitted that there has been no
repercussion to the social media posts-relied upon by the Union of India-and that: Referendum 2020 is a peaceful
exercise-even though it might be obnoxious to the State: It is submitted that an obnoxious speech cannot be termed
as a criminal activity and freé speech must prevail s long-as no one sports a-gun against the State. Learned senior
counsel ‘submiited that the words and social media posts relied ‘upon by the Union of India-are-acts within the
meaning of free speech as protected by Article 19 (1) (a) of the Constitution of India..

80. Learned senior counsel next referred to the decision of the Hon’ble. Supreme Court in Balwant Singh &
Anr. Vs, State of Punjab (1995) 3 SCC 214 to submit that mere exhortation without the commission of any critninal
offence is not actionable. Referring to para 12, he submitted that the conviction and the sentence of the appellants in
this case was set aside with the observation that “raising of some slogans only a.couple of times by the two lonesome
appellants, which: neither: evoked any response nor any reaction. from anyone in pubic can neither attract the
provisions of Section 124A or of Section I53A IPC. Some more overt act was.required to bring that home the charge
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of sedition. under S ection 124A IPC'i

on the two-appellants :......”.Learned senior counsel next referred to the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in

Bilal. Ahmad Kallu Vs, Siate of Andhra Pradesh- (1997) 78¢CC 431 to submit that the appellant inthis case also’ ;

was- acqurtted with' the Hon'ble: Supreme Court: observmg that “the decisive ingredients for- establishing the oﬂ’ence ;
the: domg of certain acts whrch would brmg to the government established by
law.in India hatred or contempl etc In this case, there is.not even: a suggestion that the appellant. drd anything
against rhe government of India orany other govemment of the State”;

81, Learned senior counsel, thus, argued that merely mcrtmg the feeling of one communily or group without
any reference to any other community. or group can neither attract Section 124A nor Section 153A of the IPC,
Learned. senior ‘counsel submitted that courts have' toried down such Sections upholdmg the right of freedom of

speechi‘and that:the tre¢ of democracy has to be considered as a whole. Learned senior counsel submitted that the

averments:against the. respondent: Assocratron are identical 1o the two.cases cited above and, hence, in the abserICe of

‘any repercussion to, the activities attributed to the responderit Association, the Notification dated 10" July, 2019 is
liable to quashed

82 Learned senior coungel next argued that the Union. of India has.not been able to establish-any connect
‘between Referendum 2020 with the random and unconnected criminal. offences in respect of which FIRs have been

regrstered in Punjab, Uttarakhand and by the NIA Tt is subrmtted that the FIRs registered in India are random Fle

-against random people:and norie- of these FIRs establish-any connect with the respondent- Assocratron 1t is submitted

that the connection bemg sought 1o be estabhshed by the Union of India has to be real, tangrble and substantial.
Thus, it is submitted that the FIRs and the accused persons named therein have no. connection whatsoever with the
respondent Association‘and such mdlvrduals acts of random- people canriot be relied upon by the Union of India to

invoke Section 4 of the Act to ban the respondent ‘Association; Learned senior_ counsel for - the respondent
- Association next argued-that the social media posts cited by the’ Umon of India are bereft of any call for violence. It

is subnnitted that these are innocent posts and are more of words of anguish for the acts of ihe Goverriment in 1984,
So far-as the posts attributed to: Gurpatwant Singh Punnu are concerned, léarned senior counsel submitted that these
are his individual views and not of the respondent Association and in-any case there has been no repercussion to any

-of his posts on social media in India. He submitted that his call for flag burning did not lead o any flag burning in
India; his-post that Pulwama was a legitimate  military target also did not lead to.any consequence; his post that

RAW was behind the attack on the Chinese Consulate in Karachi also had no impact; and his post for the civil and

.police officials to disobey the orders.of the authority also did not lead to-any repercussion at- all and, therefore,

cognizance need not be taken of such posts to declare the respondent as‘an ‘anlawful association’ as defined in sub-

section (p) of Section 2.of the Act.

83, Learhed senior counisel for the: respondent Association lastly submitted that the respondent Association‘as.a

whole has remained a moderate association and none of theit-actions has put'the umty and: mtegrrty of India in penl
It is. submitted that, the call for self-determination for the Sikh people is something which i permissible in
Tnternational Law and groups may. make application in 8 fanciful arid aggressrve way. and the Referendum 2020 also:
is being sought-under the UN" Supervision. It is, thus, submrtled that there is. no basis with the Union of India to

“invoke Section 3 of the Act to-issue the Notification dated 10" July, 2019 banning the respondent Association with

immediate effect and the evidence brought on record by the Union of India does not establish sufficient cause for the
government to ban the respondent Association,

84, I'have carefully considered the submissions made by:the learned Solicitor General of India and the learned

-senior counsel for the. Union of Indra -as-also-the. leamed senior counsel representing the respondent Association. T

also carefully gone through the. evrdence brought on record and also perused the material submitted by the Umon of

'»Indla in sealed cover, The Tribunal under sub-section (3) of Section 4 of the Actis requrred to decide whether or not
there is sufficient cause for declating the Association to be untawful, based on the material placed before it. The

reference to the Tribunal under sub-section (1) of Section 4 was accompanied by a Note -on. the respondent

Association which detailed the background, objectives and activities of the respondent Association. It also detailed

the associates-with whom the respondent Association. has been working: It has been stated that respondent claiims

itgelf to be an- advocacy group based in New York, USA and-also maintains its offices in Canada and. UK. Their

modules and activities in India are- bemg operated by their foreign based handlers, for which reliance is placed on
the FIRs regrstered in Indra The respondent Assocratrou s claimed 'to be propagating Referendum 2020-on the
social media as well as on ground-and has also launched the websrte m,;e{emndumzm.g[g which is- replete with
pro-Khalistani posts and anti-India. insinuations. The website propagates right of self- detérmination under
International Law for the people of Punjab. It is stated that the respondent Association is encouraging and atdmg

kactwmes for secession of a part of the Indian territory from the Union of India and with the said object, has

s
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commenced registration.of volunteets online across the world and these activities are intended to: escalate its
subversive’ activities agmnst Indla. The respondent Assoclauon is a]so stated tobe acuvely usmg and engaging’ ltself
on social media to garner support from Punjab based Slkh youth, for'Referendum 2020'campaign and their members
are awaiting India based supportersfoperatives to circumvent the ban on the respondent Association by continuing to
promote theso-called Referendum, 2020 in India; The activities of the association have been highlighted and the
cumulative result of their acts- are’ stated to be an effort to undermme the temtorra] integrity of India while inciting
disaffection amongst the Sikh community towards the Indian government and the Indian State. Iris also clairijed that
the respondent Association is teying to.work in tandem with other separatrst organlzatrons active in Kashmir and
elsewhere and that it also has a connect with 1St lhrough its front organizations such as Dayal Singh Research and
Cultiral Foram, Khalrstan Liberation: Force Khalistan' Gadar Force, Babbar Khalsa and Gopal Smgh Chawla, a
Pakistan' based' terrorist are named: as the other separatists in the anti<India. entities -with whom the resbondent
Association i collaborating to disrupt: the territorial ‘integrity of India. The details of the FIRs registered in India
have also been fumished. These cases are stated to. be still pending and in some of the cases the charge-sheets are yet
to be filed.

85. The Union of India has examined twelve witnesses who have deposed about the activities of the respondent
Association as well as the cases registered in India which are stated 10 haye a direct connect with their handlers who
are based abroad and-are kiiown members. and sympathizers of the - respondent Association, PW-2 Ms, Sonia Narang
has proved the FIR registered by NIA, Delhi, viz. RC-02/2019/NIA/DLI dated 15.01.2019 agamst certdin. entities
and individuals: based in.India and abroad who have entered into a criminal conspiracy - with other ‘terrorist
organizations and gangs and have started a concerted campaign in: the name of. Punjab Referendum 2020 for
Khalistan‘and are raising funds and carrying out secessionist activities on:ground as. well as on social media with an
‘intent o instigate members of Sikh community for ceding the State of Punjab from Union of India. The witness has
also proved the-social media posts of the respondent Association where the respondent Association has openly
aligned itself to Referendum 2020 and has been proved:to be the primary moving force behind the said Referendum,

which has, at its core, the objective (o disrupt the unity and integrity of India. The call for a referendum to cede a
part of the territory of India in itself is a crime. The intent of the Act itself is to put reasonable restrictions in the.
interest of the. sovereignty and integrity of India, These reasonable. restrictions include restriction on freedom of
speech and expression; right to assemble pedicefully and without arms; and rtght toform associations or unions, The
respondent Association has been proved to- be indulging by its speeches and social media expressions and
communications, in acts which are detrimental to the unity, integrity and sovereignty of India. Referendum 2020
being propagated by the respondent Association is itself restricted and is an unlawful activity under.the Act and does
not have any sanction under any law. The Union of India has substantwely proved, through' material brought on
record by way of background note and evidence of witnesses, that- the acts of the respondent Association in
promoting hatred against a certain community by way of social ‘media posts which are'intended o divide people
who have peacefu]ly and lovingly. lived together for centuries, The evidence brought on record by the Union.of India
has gone unrebutted and no contrary evidence has been brought on record by the respondent Association to show
that the acts alleged against themy are not committed by them, The submissions made by the learned senior counsel
for the respondent Association that these utteranices, acts and social media posts have had.no repercussrons in‘India
and that they are innocent in character cannot be accepted since it was with great drfﬁculty and ata huge cost that
the State of Punjab was very recently rid of terrorist activity and any attempt at this stage to revive or foment any
activity which threatens the unity ang territorial. mtegrrty and sovereignty of India must be nipped in the bud at the
threshold itself. The case laws cited by the learned senior counsel refer to isolated incidents wherein FIRs were
registered under Section 124A and 153A of IPC wherein the accused persons were acqurtted for the1r acts not
leading to any repercussions. The facts in hand are a well planned:conspired attempt to-engage in activity which is
statutorily barred under the Act'and is a clear affront to the authority of the State which is duly bound o, uphold the
nnity, integrity and the Constltuuon of India. The evidence brought.on record by the Union of India is stark and
clear and the same has gone unchallenged despite opportunity. The acts, utterances and social media posts attributed
to SFJ and its activists and sympathizers, which have duly been provided on record, are divisive in character and are
a pointer to a divisive mindset and a divisive intent. The only conclusion which can be read from the evidence
brought on record and noted above is that the respondent Association-has the sole objective to propagate. and work
against the interest of India by indulging in activities which threaten the sovereignty and integrity of India and are
intended to cause dlsaffecuon against Tndia within the meaning -of sub-section (0) of Section 2 of the Act-and, thus

the Association is liable to be: dcclared as an ‘unlawful association’ within the meaning of sub-section (p) of Section
2 of the Act.
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86, From the aforesaid discussion it is -clear that the unlawful activities of the respondent Association are
distuptive in character and threaten the: soverengmy, unity and territotial mtegrny -of India. The evidence broughl on
record also proves that the respondent Association. is workmg in-collusion with anti-India entities and forces to
fulfill their. ob]ecuves by indulging in unlawful activities. Thus, the Cen(ral Government had “sufficient cause’ to
take action tnder Secuon 3(1).and 3(3).of the Act for- declarmg Sikhs ‘For Justwe as-an ‘unlawful-association’, The
‘Notification dated 10" July, 2019 issued by the Union of India under sub-secnons (1) and (3) of Section 3 of the. Act
declaring SlkhS For Justice (SFJ) to be-an “unlawful ‘association” is hereby conﬁrmed “The reference is- answered in
the affirmative.

Before parting, I would like to place on record my appreciation: for the assistance rendered by Mr, Tushar
Mehta, Soli¢itor General of India, Mr.Sachin Datta, Sr. Advocate, Mr. Rajat Nair, Mr. Jay Prakash Singh, Ms. RJ]uta
Mohanty, Ms: Prity Sharma, Ms. Uttara Babbar, Mr. Shantanu Sharma, Mr. Manan Bansal and Ms, Bhavana
‘Duhoon, Advocates on behalf of the Central Government, I also place 'on record my appreciation of. the agsistance
rendered by Mr. Colin Gonsalves, Sr. Advocate, Mr. Ehisan Javaid, Ms. Sneha Mukheqee, Mr. Siddharth Seem and
Md. Aman Khan, Advocates for- the resporident Association throughont the conduct of the proceedings of the
Tribunal,
JUSTICE D, N. PATEL

UNLAWFUL ACTIVITIES (PREVENTION) TRIBUNAL
JANUARY 06, 2020

{F. No. 17014/18/2019-1S-V1i}
PUNYA SALILA SRIVASTAVA, Jt. Secy.
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Separate paging is given to this Part in order that it may be filed as a separate compilation.

MINISTRY OF LAW AND JUSTICE
(Legislative Department)

New Delhi, the 25th July, 2019/Shravana 3, 1941 (Saka)

The following Act of Parliament received the assent of the President on the
24th July, 2019, and is hereby published for general information:—

THE NATIONAL INVESTIGATION AGENCY (AMENDMENT)
ACT, 2019

No.16 oF 2019
241 Ju(y,r 2019.]

An Actto amend the National Investigation Agency Act, 2008.

Be itenacted by Parliament in the Seventieth Year ofthie Republic of India as follows: —

1. (/) This Act. may be called the National Investigation Agency (Amendment) Short title and
Aet,2019. ' commencement.

(2)Tshall.come into force on‘such date asthe Central Govemnment may, by notification
‘in the Official Gazette, appoiit.

34-of. 2008. 2. ’In the National Investigation Agency Act, 2008 (hereinafter referred to as the Ame“d_meﬂl
principal Act), inséction 1, in sub-section (2),— of section 1.

() inclause.(b), the word “‘and” occurring at the end, shall be omitted;
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(iD) in clause (¢), after the words “may be” thc’word“‘and"’ shall be inserted;
(iif) after clause (c), the following clause shall be inserted, naniely:—
“(d) to persons who commmit a Scheduled Offence beyond India against
the Indian citizens or affecting the interest of India.”.
3. Insection 2:of the principal Act, in sub-section (7); in‘tlause (h); for the words.“a
Special Court constitited”, the words. “a Court of Session designated as ‘Special Court”

shall be substituted.

4. In section 3 of the principal Act, in sub-section (2), after. the word “India”, the !
words “and, subject to any international treaty or domestic law of the concerned country,

,outsxde Indxa " shall be inserted.

5. In section 6 of the- pnnc1pal Act, after sub-section (7), the following sub-seciions
shdll be inserted, namely —

%(8) Where: the Central Goveriment is of the opinion thata Scheduled Offence
has been committed at any place outside India to which this Act extends, itmay: direct
the Agency to register the case and take up investigation as if such.offence has been
.comhitted in India.

(9) For the purposes of sub-section (&), the Special Court at New Delhi shail
have the jurisdiction.”.

6. In section 11 of the principal Act.—

() in the margmal headmg, for:the ‘word-*constitute”, the words “designate
~Court of Session 45™ shall be. subsututed

(n) in sub-section (J),—

“(a) for the portion bcginning with the words “The Central Government”,
and ending with the words “Special Courts”, the words “The Central Government
shall, in consultation.with the Chief Jusuce of the High Court, by notification in
the Official Gazette, for the trial of Scheduled Offences, des1gnate one or more
Courts of ‘Session-as Special Court” shall be substituted;

() the following Explanation shall be'inserted, namely:—
“Explanation.—For the purposes of this sub-section, the expression
“High Court" means the -High'COuﬂ'bf'ithe State'in-which a Court of
‘Session to be designated as Special Court is functioning.”;
(iii) sub-sections (3), (4), (5), (6)-and (7) shall be omitted;
(iv) in sub-section (8),—

(a) for the words "by a person appointed as a Judge or an additional
Tudge of a Spec1a1 Court", the words, brackets and fi igure “by the Sessions
Judge of the Court of Sessmn re ferred 1o in: sub—secuon (])“ shajl be, subsututed

(by Tor the words “such judge or addlnonal judge and:the Central
Govemment" the words " 1udge of the: Specml Court and the appomtmg anthority
in consultation with the Central Government" shall be substituted;

(¢) for the words “as may be specified in‘that order" occurring at the end,
the words ", whichever is-¢arlier” shall be substituted;

(v) for sub-section (9), the following sub-section shall be substituted, namely:—

"(9) When more than one Special Courtis designated for an‘area or areas,
the senior-most Judge shall distribute the businéss among them.".

I
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7. Insection 22 of the piincipal Act— Amendment
) o S ) of section 22.
(f) in the marginal heading, for the word "constitute”; the words."designaie
- Court of ‘Session as” shall be substitated:

(i) in sub-section (7), for the words "constitute one of more"; the words

“designate one or more Courts of Session as" shall'bé substitited;
(if) in.sub:sections(2), (3) and (4):, for the word “constituted” wherever: it

occurs, the word "designatéd” shiall be substitted,

8. In the-Schedule to the principal Act,— ‘Amendment

. v e . of Schedule.
(@) for serial number 1-and the entry relating thereto, thie following serial numbers

and entries shall be substituted, namely:—
"1.The Explosive Substances Act, 1908 (6-0f 1908);
1A. The Atomic Energy Act, 1962 (33 of 1962);";

(i) in serial number3, for the figures, bracketsand word. " [982 (65 of 1982)",
the figures, brackets and word "2016.(30 of 2016)" shail be substimted;
(iit) in serial number 8, for entry (b); the following entries shall be substituted,
namely:—
“(b) Sections 370 and 370A of Chapter XVI of the Indian Penal Code
(45 of 1860);

(¢) Sections 489-A to 489-E (both inclusive) of the Indian Penal Code
(45 of 1860);

(d) Sub-section (JAA) of section 25 of Chapter'Vko‘f the Arms Act, 1959
(54 0f1959);

(€) Section 66F of Chapter XL of the Information Technology Act, 2000
(21 of 2000).".

DR. G. NARAYANA RAJU,
Secretary to the Govt. of -Indio.

UPLOADED BY THE MANAGER, GOVERNMENT OF INDIA PRESS, MINTO ROAD, NEW DELHI-110002
AND PUBLISHED BY THE CONTROLLER OF PUBLICATIONS, DELHI-110054. [
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Mahima Kaul v
@misskaul

Bombs, quakes, deaths are all
second to Narendra Modi's political
‘ambitions. Fuck aam aadmi.

9:19PM - 18 Sep 11

Mahima Kaul @misskaul - Feb 14, 2014 v

. @sunil_abraham: YouTube removes Rahul Gandhi‘s spoof video

articles.timesofindia.indiatim es.com/2014-01-28/s0c¢... #India #co pyright #FoE”
satire not censor... Come on!
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3 Err... Retweeted

Replying to @MissMuttoo
@MissMuttoo guess we'll find
out about damage (earthquake)/
floods/bombs if the news gets
their heads out of modis ass

6:39 PM - 18 Sep 11

9 Retweets 3 Likes

O 0 O

Show more replies

Tweet your reply
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SN Raheel Khursheed +9
WM @Raheelk -

U say Narendra Modi for PM? |
say Narendra Modi in Jail for
being a Mass Murderer.
#TrolIBaitTournament

B/2/12, 14:08
41 RETWEETS 2 FAVORITES
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6/8/2020 Twitter CEQ Jack Dorsey slammed by users for posing with an anti-brahmin poster - Mail Today News

&
NE‘\%l IVE TV ,

APP  MAGAZINE

HOME CORONA  E-CONCLA¥E VIDEOS NEWSMO GAMING DIU FACT(HI:CK¢N[Q ®

MOVIES Nf-wwa@d Toﬁ@dq vat;gr CEOJack Dorsey slammed by users for posing with an anti-
brahmin poster

Twitter CEO Jack Dorsey slammed by users for posing with an
anti-brahmin poster

While posing for a photograph with Twitter's India team, Jack Dorsey was seen
holding a poster that read "Smash Brahminical patriarch ",

ADVERTISEMENT

Pooja Shali w
New Delhi November 20, 2018 UPDATED: November 21,2018 10:43 IST

o f v © ‘ (®)

Users accused him of attacking an "ethnic group".

HIGHLIGHTS

hitps ://www.indiatoday.in/mail-today/story/twitter-ceo-jack—dorsey-anti-brahmin-poster—controversy-1 392163-2018-11-20 1/6




6/8/2020 Twitter CEO Jack Dorsey siammed by users for posing with an anti-brahmin poster - Mail Today News

Users, mostly right leaning, accused Dorsey of attacking an "ethnic group” O(
Dorsey was present at an event in which he held discussions with women journalists, activists, writers

After the furore, Twitter released an unofficial statement defending Dorsey

ocial media site, Twitter, was caught in a massive controversy on Monday as Indian
S users slammed the site's CEO, Jack Dorsey for holding a political poster during his
visit to the country. The photograph was from a gathering where Twitter CEO met people
from varied fields.

Jack was photographed holding a poster that read, "Smash Brahminical patriarchy” and
posed with a group of women, including journalists, writers, and activists. Users, mainly
Right-leaning, outraged against-the CEO, accusing him of attacking an "ethnic group" and
questioning why only Left-wing individuals were invited to the meet,

Amid the controversy, Twitter India was forced to release an unofficial statement,
clarifying that a member had offered the poster to Dorsey and assuring that Twitter
believes in hearing all voices.

The storm erupted after a journalist shared a group photograph at the event with Dorsey
surrounded by Twitter's Amrita Tripathi, its legal head Vijaya Gadde and other activists
and writers,

Sharing the photograph, journalist Anna MM Vetticad wrote, "took part in a roundtable
with some of us women journalists, activists, writers... to discuss the Twitter experience in
India. A very insightful, no-words-minced conversation."

Throughout the day, Indian users questioned possible reasons the head of a global social
media site would decide to hold a poster targeting one group, considering he had not
made any such statements through the visit.

By evening, the Twitter India handle defended itself, stating, "Recently, we hosted a
closed-door discussion with a group of women journalists and changemakers from India
to better understand their experience using Twitter. One of the participants, a Dalit
activist, shared her personal experiences and gifted a poster to Jack."

ADVERTISEMENT
hitps://www.indiatoday.in/mail-today/story/twitter-ceo-jack-dorsey-anti-brahmin-poster-controversy-1392163-2018-11-20 216
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6/8/2020 Twitter CEO Jack Dorsey slammed by users for posing with an anti-brahmin poster - Mail Today News

2.0

Twitter called the effort as a "tangible reflection of our company's efforts to see, hear, and
understand all sides of important public conversations that happen on our service around
the world".

Twitter CEO also met Prime Minister Narendra Modi, Conress president Rahul Gandhi and
Tibetan spiritual guru Dalai Lama. He posted photographs highlighting different aspects
of travel, receiving laughter, appreciation and advice by Indian users.

This was the last leg of his visit in an otherwise non-controversial trip.

~ The CEO last uploaded a photograph with members of the Indian team before departing
to Myanmar. He has not replied on the controversy, till this copy was published.

Read | Twitter boss Jack Dorsey is at Shah Rukh's door. Where is Khan?

Read | Twitter CEO Jack Dorsey meets PM Modi during his trip to India

IndiaToday.in has plenty of useful resources that can help you better understand the
coronavirus pandemic and protect yourself. Read our comprehensive guide (with information
on how the virus spreads, precautions and symptoms), watch an expert debunk myths, and
access our dedicated coronavirus page.

Get real-time alerts and all the news on your phone with the all-new India Taday app. Down!{iBd Coogle play ® Ap,;lgto}e

f ; - 4
@
W Tags: Jack Dorsey | - Twitter
|
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Twitter India's policy head deletes fweets after people find out her political bias

Politics | Social Media

Twitter India’s policy head deletes tweets after people find out
her political bias

For many, this alleged bias is just a reminder of another Twitter India employee, Raheel Khursheed, mocked and builied a 15-
year-old girl who dared ta have a political opinian against Kanhaiyya Kumar, that didn't conform to Khursheed's own worldview.

30 October, 2018 OplIndia Staff

Mahima Kaul, Director of Policy at Twitter India

There has been a recent storm brewing on Twitter where several right-leaning commentators are
vexed about the increasing display of political bias by the platform. Earlier, Twitter CEO had
admitted that its employees have a left-leaning bias. And repeated suspensions of right-leaning
accounts have only strengthened the suspicion that Twitter is selectively targeting based on
ideology.

Today, a popular right-leaning spoof maker, @Spook_Junkie was suspended for inexplicable reasons.
This had angered many who questioned the basis of this bias.

Post the suspension, several right-leaning handles started looking for the root of this political bias.
They dug up many tweets of Mahima Kaul who is the Director of Policy at Twitter India. The tweets
were severely anti-Modi, pro-Rahul Gandhi and according to many, indicated Kaul's own political
bias that they said explains Twitter India’s ideologically biased approach. When these tweets started
being dug up, Kaul allegedly deleted several of them.

There were several deleted tweets where Kaul was seen using strong and derogatory language
against Prime Minister Narendra Modi.

https://www.opindia.com/2018/10/witter-indias-policy-head-deletes-tweets-after-people-find-out-her-political-bias/
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Twitter India's policy head deletes tweets after people find out her political bias

Ladies and Gentlemen

Link is of tweet which is deleted and in Screenshot
hitps://t.co/reFWHNTHaY pic.twitter.com/8131PXUjnK

Presenting you @Twitterlndia head Miss Neutral aka @misskaul / 'LL

— Shrin (@ShrrinG) October 30, 2018
No one knows her story except that backspace-icon
Why did Twitter India policy head deleted this??? @jack pic.twitter.com/9yeurKCFGb

— Aviii (@thelosthodthelg) October 30, 2018

Someone also pointed out that Mahima Kaul, who is the Director of Policy at Twitter, instead of
suspending the hate mongering handle @AmbedkarCaravan that regularly spews venom against
Hindus, was following him.

Forget about suspending the hate monger @AmbedkarCaravan, Twitter India head follows the abusive bigot.

She only suspends people who make jokes and funny videos on Rahul Gandhi like she suspended
@Spoof_dunkie. pic.twitter.com/D8heqSsUv1

— Err.. (@Gujju_Er) October 30, 2018

While others dug up tweets which have not been deleted yet but point towards Kaul's bias

nonetheless.

Another one.. Such an unbiased person to be made director! pic.twitter.com/YyZEoAegjg

— RRg| 2 (@TimelessSteel) October 30, 2018

Look who is the biggest pappu fan. oh wait! is she heading @TwitterIndia ? ? pic.twitter.com/1NTbQ4vQbr
— Shash (@pokershash) October 30, 2018

Kitne gul khilaye hain inhone.. pic.twitter.com/RRRx4ZMCAY

— RR1g1 7 (@TimelessSteel) October 30, 2018

For many, this alleged bias is just a reminder of another Twitter India employee, Raheel Khursheed,
mocked and bullied a 15-year-old girl who dared to have a political opinion against Kanhaiyya

Kumar, that didn’t conform to Khursheed’s own worldview.

https:/iww.opindia.com/2018/10/witter-indias-policy-head-deletes-tweets-after-people-find-out-her-political-bias/
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9/14/2020 Yahoo Mail - Writ Petition (Criminal) (PIL) titled as Sangeeta Sharma versus Union of India & Ors.
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Writ Petition (Criminal) (PIL) titled as Sangeeta Sharma versus Union of India & Ors.

From: Awanish Sinha (awanishsinha@yahoo.com)
To:  mohammedmugeem@gmail.com; cramachandran@twitter.com

Date: Monday, 14 September, 2020, 10:37 am IST

Sir/Madam,

| am representing Ms. Sangeeta Sharma, | am filing Writ Petition (Criminal) (PIL) titted as Sangeeta Sharma
versus Union of India & Ors. before High Court of Delhi. Please find attached the scan copy of the above Petition.
Kindly acknowledge the same.

Contact Details of the Respondents:-
Respondent No. 1 to 4

E-mail ID:- mohammedmuqeem@gmail.com
Contact No.:- 9999864964

Respondent No. 5 (Private Party)
E-mail ID:- cramachandran@twitter.com

AWANISH SINHA

Advocate on Record

Supreme Court of India
LGF-6/33-33A,Vikram Vihar,

Lajpat Nagar-1V, New Delhi-110024

Mobile:- +91 9811943220 / +919310143232
Phone:- +91-11-46516845/46

Telefax +91-11-26223387

Ej SANGEETA SHARMA pdf
5.1MB
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
(EXTRA ORDINARY CRIMINAL JURISDICTION)

I.A. NO. OF 2020

WRIT PETITION (CRII\/ET\TAL) NO. OF 2020
(IN THE MATTER OFPUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)
IN THE MATTER OF:- |
SANGEETA SHARMA .....PETITIONER
VERSUS
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. ... RESPONDENTS

APPLICATION UNDER SECTION 482 OF CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING THE
CERTIFICATE AND TYPED COPIES OF THE ANNEXURES.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: -

1.  That the Applicant herein has filed a Writ Petition for issuance of
direction to the Respondent, contents of the same are not
repeated for the sake brevity and may be read as part of the
present application.

2. That thé certified & typed copies of the Annexure are not
available with the Petitioner at the moment and therefore,
Petitioner be exempted from filing the certified & typed copies of

the annexure.




|26

3.  That the matter being as urgent one, it is in the interest of justice
that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to exempt the same at
this stage and the applicant will file the same as per the direction
from this Hon’ble Court. |

PRAYER

In view of the above facts and circumstances it is most respectfully

prayed that this Hon’ble Court may graciously be pleased to: -

(@) exempt the Petitioner from filing the certified & typed copies of
the annexure and /or

(b) pass such other or further order /s which this Hon'ble Court

may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

N

PETITIONER
Date: 10.09.2020
Through
Place: New Delhi | <
(DESH RATAN NIGAM &
AWANISH SINHA)
Advocates

LGF-6/33-33A, Vikram Vihar,
Lajpat Nagar-IV, New Delhi-110024
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
(EXTRA ORDINARY CRIMINAL JURISDICTION)

LLA.NO. OF 2020

WRIT PETITION (CRH\E\IIVAL) NO. OF 2020
(IN THE MATTER OFPUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION)
IN THE MATTER OF:-
SANGEETA SHARMA ... PETITIONER
VERSUS
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. ... RESPONDENTS

AFFIDAVIT OF SANGEETA SHARMA, AGED 56 YEARS, W/O SH.

TILAK RAJ SHARMA, R/O HOUSE NO. 2194, SECTOR-B,

POCKET-II, VASANT KUN]J, NEW DELHI-110070, DO HEREBY

SOLEMNLY AFFIRM AND DECLARE AS ON OATH AS UNDER:-

I, the deponent above named, do hereby solemnly affirm and state as

follows:-

1. That I am the Petitioner in the above matter, I am fully
conversant with the facts of the case, as such I am competent to
depose thereto.

2. I say that accompanying Application has been drafted by my

counsel under my instructions and I have gone through the

contents of the same and say that the contents of paras 1 to 2 of

e
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the application are true and correct to my knowledge and paras
3 of the Application being legal submissions are believed to be
true upon legal record and believed to be true and correct to my

knowledge and belief.

DEPONENT

e S
W3 SReeftation:. | I SEP 2020

o

Verified at New Delhi on this the 10t day of Sep, 2020 the contents of

the above affidavit are true and correct to my knowledge and no part

of it is false and nothing material has been suppressed or concealed

therefrom. i \/J\
11 SEP 200 w
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IN THE COURT OF . Delws. of. NG)UJ QQ_...QM ................ ettt
Case NO. verreeversrsvrsvervessensessasans OF 2020
Inre: - ve

......... S o\m%te'\b\ %&V‘Vﬂo\ ceveeeeener... Plaintiff/ Applicant/ Petitioner/ Complainant

VERSUS

Unaemn. a#'fmﬂbc\ S ORS e, Defdt./ReSpt./ Accused

KNOW ALL to whom these present shall come that I/We. V@“‘A'\Ad‘nﬁy the above named

50«\%0.2;\'0\ SwoNwado hereby appoint:-

Sh. Awanish Sinha (En. No. D/592-A/1996) & Sh. Desh Ratan Nigam (En. No. D/747/1994) Office at
LGF-6/33-33A, Vikram Vihar, Lajpat Nagar-IV, New Delhi-110024, Phone: 011-46516845/46, E-mail:
legal.shebang@gmail.com.

(Hereinafter called the advocates) to be my/our Advocates in the above noted case authorize him:-

To act appear and plead in the above noted case in this Court or in any other Courts in which the
same may be tried or heard and also in the appellate court including High Court subject to payment of
fees separately for each court by me/us.

To sign, file, verify and present pleadings appeals, cross-objections or petitions for executions
review revision withdrawal, compromise or other petitions or affidavits or other documents as may be
demand necessary or proper for the prosecution of the said case in all its stages subjects to payment of
fees for each stage.

- To file and take back documents to admit and/or deny the documents of opposite party.

To withdraw or compromise the said case or submit to arbitration any differences or disputes
that may arise touching or in any manner relating to the said case.

To take execution proceedings.

» To deposit, draw and receive monthly cheques cash and grant receipts thereof and to do all other
acts and things which may be necessary to be done for the progress and in the course of the prosecution
of the said case.

To appoint and instruct any other Legal Practitioner authorizing him to exercise the power and
authority hereby conferred upon the Advocate whenever he may think fit to do so and to sign the power
of attorney on our behalf.

And I/We the undersigned do hereby agree to ratify and confirm all acts done by the Advocates
or his substitute in the matter as my/our own acts as if done by me/us to all intents and propose.

And I/We undertake that I/We or my/our duly authorized agent would appear ir. court on all
hearings and will inform the Advocate for appearance when the case is called.

And I/We the undersigned do hereby agree not to hold the advocate or his substitute responsible
for the result of the said case. The adjournment costs whenever ordered by the Court shall be of the
Advocate which he shall receive and retain for himself.

And I/We the undersigned do hereby agree that in the event of the whole of part of the fee
agreed by me/we to be paid to the advocate remaining unpaid he shall be entitled to withdraw from the
prosecution of the said case until the same is paid up. The fee settled is only for the above case and above
Court. I/We hereby agree that once fee is paid, I /we will not be entitied for the refund of the same in
any case whatsoever and if the case prolongs for more than 3 years the original fee shall be paid again by
me /us.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I/We do hereunto set my/our hand to these presents the contents of
which have been understood by me/us on this ...... dayof ............ 2020.

Adw Client WC]ient
d I identify the signature of the client
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