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Was CJI rap on Teestatoo harsh?

Manoj Mitta

New Delhi: Thelasttimeany
strictures were passed on her
wasin 2008, when the Gujarat
HC infamoudy upheldtheac-

uittal of al theaccusedinthe |

Best Bakery case. Thefdlow-
ing year, the Supreme Court
not only ordered aretrial in
Mumbai but also expunged all
adverse references to activist
TeestaSatdvadintheHC ver-
dict. So,why doesthesameSC
now find anarticle of herson
Gujarat riots "shameful" and
declare that it would not en-
tertain the grievances of any-
associated with her?
heoutburst of C1 KGBd-
akrishnan is surprising given
that thearticle, titled " She
shame: A travesty of justice”,
seems to be alegitimate cri-
tiqueof the Supreme Court for
itshandling or the bail appli-
cations of the 84 personsac-
cused in the Godhracase.
Published this month in
Maayalam magazine Math-
rubhoomi in Kerda, the Cll's
home state, Setavad's article
givesthe sequence of the ex-
cuses trotted out by the court
over sx hearingsinthelastone

T

Teesta Setalvad

year for not being ableto hear
the bail pleas of so many
Godhra accused. This despite
the fact that most of the ac-
cused, asthearticleasserts, are
"innocent” asthey werepicked
up on the basis of "cooked up
police witnesses' and one of
themisa"100% blind boy".
Further, it is dmosgt three
ears since the Central Pota
eview Committee held that
noneof thedleged offencesin
the Godhracasewarranted the
invocetion of the draconian
[I{Jw dﬁﬁgnedctro‘admy bail.
terror gesaganst
M% leader Vako were
dropped on the recommenda:
tion of the same panel, the
courtshavefaled tofdlow that
precedent in the Godhracase.

More serioudy, Setalvad's
article makes out a case of
“discriminatory  justice".
While hundreds of Hindu ac-
cusad in the podt-Godhrariot
cases are roaming free, the
Mudim accuged havebeenlan-

uishing injail for Sx years
or want of ahearing of their
bail applications.

"Can such ablatantly dis-
criminatory scheme of dis-
pensation of criminal justice
winthefaith of acommuni
that is at the receiving end?
Can no questions be asked
about the system in operation
in the SC? Which matters get
automatic priority and which
donot?' aresomeof theques-
tions asked by Setalvad as a
consumer of justice.

The CJFs attack on Setd-
vad without giving her an op-
portunity to defend hersdlf is
reminiscent of the very lapse
of the Gujarat HC that the SC
corrected in 2004. "Observer
tions should not be made by
courts against persons or a-
thorities unless they are es-
sentia or necessary for dedi-
sion of the case," Justice Ari-
jit Pasayat ruled, while delet-
ingHCsdtricturesonSetalvad.



