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Activists question

role of SHRC

There are reports everyday about human rights

violations, but though the SHRC is
empowered to take suo motu notice of these

events, it does not seem to have done SO

By M Arulodi
Madurai, April 10

THE failure of the State Human
Rights Commission (SHRC} o take
natice on the increasing incidonces
of human rights violations in the
State has brought inte question, the
role of the SHRC, There are reparts
everyday about human rights viola-
tinns, but though the SHREC is empow-
pred totake suo motu notice of these
pverts and take action, it does not
geem to have done so.

The Mational Human Rights Com-
mission (MHRC) was constituted un-

der an Act of Parliament to check hue

man rights violations, inguire il
complaints and provide rellel tothe
victims and recommending action
apainst the perpetralors, In areer to
malke the human rights machinery
muare effective, SHRECS were created,

Tamil Madu State Human Rights
Commission was constituted in Dec
1595, 1t had statutory powers of 4 civ-
il coirt and suo motu power to Lake
action on its swn withoul waiting for
formal complaint by individuals or
organisations, taking note of reports
in dailies and journals,

However, the SHRC has been

Blamed by human righls activists for
its poor response even to complaints
addressed to it, Around 200 cases said
to be reported to the SHRC during
ihe last five years, tLhas disposed of
prly Gto 7 percent of tham with some
priders. These, according toJevan Ku
mar, convenar of the Campalgn
Againa Torture, Thoothukudi, do
not include any case raken suo maiy
notice taken by the Commission
Speaking 1o TNIE, the executive
directorof wre of the leadiog human
riphts organizations in the State, Poo
ple's Walch, Henry Tipliagne sl
that among the 144 cases they filed

with the SEHRC sinee 200K, compen-
cation Tor the victims and discipli
ey gl o aEninst the perpetcaiors
wiore recarnmended only 15 eises,
Herwrer, i pone ol the cases did the
S R recnrmmetsd prosceulion of the
vicalors, b acidil

Tiphapne aiso said that there were
cases thal were pending even alle
more than B eeminders senl o the
SHREC

Dalit activisr Barathan, of

M ltha Urimai Falam’, Tirunelveli,
camne down heavily upon the SHRC
for its Lpdifferent artitude towards
the widely reporled muder of the

Dalit president of the
Nakhkalaimuihaopatid, near
Sankarankeil, ahout 6 moeolths ago.

Anether grievance of the hurman
riphts activists is thal the funcetien
ing of the STIRC was not lranspar-
pnt. One can find ngthing in thew
website but just an article by one of
the former poltce officers and ex-
cerps of the Human Rights Prodaec
tion Act, Even it has nol vof been up
dated (as on April A0 2008) as Justice
Thanpara)'s name gures as the
chairperson of (he SHEC instead of
the newly appointed A S Venkatacha-
lamurihy




