BJP’s 7 questions on terror
Congress’s reply


After the Congress Party released a paper on fighting terror, the BJP has responded with 7 questions. It may be more accurate to describe the 7 questions as a 7 minute stirring of a party in deep slumber. 

Nevertheless, the Congress is happy to answer the 7 questions.

1.
Why is the Government sitting over the death sentence of Afzal Guru?

A.
There are 28 cases on death row, the earliest being a case where the death sentence was awarded on 24.6.1987 and confirmed by the Supreme Court on 22.4.1998. Afzal Guru’s case is at Sl. No. 22. There are 4 terrorist crimes-related cases at Sl. Nos. 14, 17, 18 and 22. Sl. No. 14 is the case of the assassins of Shri Rajiv Gandhi. In all these cases, mercy petitions are pending. The process of examining mercy petitions is indeed slow, but well established. There is no reason to pick out the case at Sl. No. 22 and deal with it separately. If we do so, that would amount to looking at the case through the prism of religion. Besides, a convict remaining on ‘death row’ suffers a punishment more than a person who is executed. There is also the larger question whether death penalty should not be replaced by imprisonment for the whole life without parole or remission.
2.
It is only after the 26/11 that the UPA Government enacted a tough law, but many vital provisions are missing. Why? 
A.
The two provisions of POTA that were not included in the UAPA are obnoxious provisions. Firstly, the provision that confession to a police officer will be admissible. Secondly, the provision that if the public prosecutor opposes bail, the court should not grant bail. The first has been criticised recently by the Supreme Court. The second is opposed to all notions of justice. Hence, they were not included. UAPA, as amended, is a tough but fair and just law.
3.
What sort of a message was sent by PM when he described Pakistan as a victim of terrorism?

A.
This is a distortion of the statement made by the Prime Minister. The reference was to terrorist acts perpetrated in Pakistan by the very same sources of terror that have perpetrated terrorist acts in India. Besides, it is the policy of coercive diplomacy adopted by the UPA Government that has forced Pakistan, for the first time, to admit that its territory was used for launching terror attacks and its nationals were involved. The NDA Government was totally unable to extract such an admission from Pakistan. 
4.
Why was the Supreme Court judgement on the IMDT Act sought to be undone?

A.
This is a travesty of truth. The IMDT Act was challenged before the courts and, eventually, the Supreme Court struck the Act down in 2005. After the judgement, the Central Government granted approval to the Government of Assam to establish 29 more Tribunals, in addition to the existing 11 Tribunals. Central Government is providing all assistance to the State Government for detecting illegal immigrants. 

Tribunals were established under the Foreigners (Tribunal) Order only in Assam. Hence, it was felt necessary to amend the Foreigners (Tribunal) Order, 1964 to put in place legal provisions to detect illegal immigrants. That amendment was also struck down by the Supreme Court.

In a country wedded to the rule of law, every law must satisfy the principle of procedural fairness. The UPA Government’s efforts were intended to ensure procedural fairness. If the BJP or the NDA was wiser and knew all the answers to the problem, why did the NDA Government not repeal the IMDT Act and enact another law to replace the IMDT Act (that had been challenged)? Why did the NDA not take any step to put in place a valid law that would have served the purpose and, at the same time, laid down a fair procedure? 
5.
Why has the Congress desisted from taking action against ULFA?
A.
BJP is suffering from selective amnesia. It is only the Congress-led UPA Government and the Congress Government in Assam that have made it clear that “no quarter will be given to and no quarter will be asked of the ULFA.” The security forces are bravely confronting ULFA militants. In the last four months alone, the security forces have arrested 42 ULFA cadres and neutralised 15 ULFA cadres including five key commanders (Tapan Roy, Paranjal Deka, Anupam Gogoi, Bhaskar Hazarika and Kushal Das). 
6.
Why could the Government not prevent the attack in Assam despite information?
A.
We thank the BJP for conceding that there has been significant improvement under the UPA Government in gathering and sharing intelligence. Intelligence on the recent Assam attacks was indeed shared with the Government of Assam. Based on the intelligence, in many places, the attempts to perpetrate terrorist crimes were foiled. In many places, IEDs were defused. Many ULFA militants were arrested or neutralised. However, in one parking lot, ULFA militants succeeded in exploding an IED. An incident of that kind, while regrettable, does not take away the credit that is due to the security forces who are bravely battling the ULFA militants. It is shameful on the part of the BJP to belittle the work done and the sacrifices made by our security forces. 
7.
Why has the fencing on the eastern border not been completed in the last five years?
A.
The record speaks for itself. Please see table below.
	Sector
	Sanctioned length of fencing
	Completed during

1998-2004
	Completed during

2004-2009

	India-Bangladesh border
	3,410 kms

	550 kms
(16.1%)
	1,566 kms
(45.9%)
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