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13.11.2021 
To,                                                                                                      

Hon’ble Chief Justice,  
Supreme Court of India 

New Delhi. 
 

Respected Hon’ble Chief Justice,  
 

Sub: Seeking registration of suo-moto petition and passing of necessary 
directions in relation to the custodial death of Shri Mohammad Atlaf at 
the police station in Kasganj district in Uttar Pradesh.  

 

All-India Lawyers Association for Justice (AILAJ) is an organization of legal 
practitioners committed to upholding the core values of the Constitution.  

Please consider this representation as a plea for urgent intervention in the matter of 
custodial death of Shri. Mohammad Altaf at the police station in Kasganj district in Uttar 
Pradesh which occurred on 10th November 2021.  

As per a report1 in Times of India, 22-year-old Shri. Mohammad Altaf, a resident of 
Ahroli village in Kasgani was arrested on Monday, 8th November, in connection to an alleged 
kidnapping of a minor Hindu girl and taken to the police station in Kasganj district in Uttar 
Pradesh. It is reported that the following day, i.e. 9th November, Shri Altaf’s family received 
news from some local reporters that Shri Altaf had died in prison. By the time, the family 
reached the police station, Shri Altaf’s body was shifted to a community health center. It is 
being claimed by the police now that Shri Altaf committed suicide at the police station during 
questioning by hanging himself in the washroom using the drawstring of his jacket.  

Shri Altaf’s suspicious death and the police explanation for it, raises a host of 
troubling questions about the police’s role in his death. First, the suicide theory of the police 
does not appear credible. A number of journalists have picked apart the suicide story, by 
questioning how Shri. Altaf who is 5 feet 6 inches in height could have hung himself from a 
tap which is barely 2 feet off the ground. Another report2 states Shri Altaf’s mother claiming 
that his legs were swollen and that there was a huge dent on his head when the family saw the 
body. However, no such injury was reported in the post-mortem report, which requires to be 
looked into. Second, the procedures dictated by law on arrest were not followed in Shri 
Altaf’s case. The law mandates that following an arrest, an Accused has be compulsorily 

                                                
1 https://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/city/agra/man-accused-of-kidnapping-dies-in-police-custody-family-alleges-
2 https://sabrangindia.in/article/how-did-56-foot-altaf-hang-himself-death-2-foot-pipe-police-lockup-toilet 
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produced before the Magistrate in 24 hours. However, in this case, Shri Altaf was not 
produced before the Magistrate in violation of his constitutional protection under Article 22 
of the Constitution. The objective behind this safeguard in the Constitution was precisely to 
avoid cases like Shri Altaf’s. It was  incorporated in a bid of curb the misuse of police powers 
of arrest, which is widespread in most places, on most occasions.  

Importantly, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Paramvir Singh Saini vs. Baljit 
Singh & Others [SLP (Criminal) No.3543 of 2020], ordered the installation of CCTV 
cameras in each and every police station. This was meant as an effective step towards 
eradicating police brutality and custodial torture. The said judgment also directs that no part 
of the police station should be left uncovered by CCTVs, and moreover that the CCTV 
footage must be preserved. It also holds that victims of violation of human rights are entitled 
to have the footage secured. 

Shri Altaf’s death in custody is an issue of grave concern. In the Supreme Court’s 
own words, a custodial death, is “perhaps one of the worst crimes in a civilised society 
governed by the Rule of Law”.3 More recently, your Lordship, while talking about custodial 
violence stated that, “The threat to human rights and bodily integrity are the highest in 
Police Stations.”.4 Custodial deaths has come to be commonplace in the country. Pertinently, 
about the day of Shri. Altaf’s custodial death, the Ministry of Home Affairs informed the 
Rajya Sabha5 that there were 5539 custodial deaths over the past three years, with Uttar 
Pradesh leading the figure with 1318 deaths. In 2020-21 there were 1940 custodial deaths in 
India, of which 451 custodial deaths were in Uttar Pradesh. Despite such a huge rise in the 
number of custodial deaths, there has been no accompanying system of holding the police 
accountable. Records from the National Crime Record Bureau of the year 2020 – most recent 
records available - show that despite 76 reported deaths in police custody, only 22 magistrate 
enquiries were ordered, 7 cases were registered against the police for human rights violence, 
and of cases that went to trial, there has not been a single conviction.6  

This apparent violation of fundamental rights cannot be countenanced. In DK Basu v 
State of West Bengal [AIR 1997 SC 610] , the Supreme Court stated: “Custodial death is one 
of the worst crimes in a civilised society governed by Rule of Law. Does a citizen shed off his 
fundamental right to life, the moment a policeman arrests him? Can the right to life of a 
citizen be put in abeyance on his arrest? The answer, indeed, has to be an emphatic "No".  

Hence it is prayed that this Hon’ble High Court takes cognizance of the horrific 
custodial death of Shri Altaf and pass necessary directions to ensure that such incidents are 
not repeated, including: 
1. Court-monitored enquiry be conducted into the  custodial death of Shri Altaf under 

Section 176 [1A] of the CrPC. The NHRC Guidelines7 on magisterial enquiry should 

                                                
3 Nilabati Behera vs. State of Orissa and Ors. (AIR 1993 SC 1960) 
4 https://www.thequint.com/news/law/cji-ramana-police-human-rights-threat-but-courts-can-do-more  
5 https://pqars.nic.in/annex/254/AU2609.pdf 
6 https://ncrb.gov.in/sites/default/files/CII2020%20Volume%203.pdf (at Table 16A.1, page 1001 and Table 16A.2 at page 
1002) 
7 https://nhrc.nic.in/sites/default/files/Guidelines_conducting_Magisterial_Enquiry_in_cases_of_CD_or_police_action.pdf 
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be followed. This includes recording of the circumstances of death, the manner and 
sequence leading up to the death, adequacy of medical  

2. Compensation is paid to the family of Atlaf. In Nilabati Behera v State of Orissa 
[AIR1993 SC 1961] the Court held that compensation can be provided under Article 
226 and Article 32 of the Constitution of India for any infringement of fundamental 
rights.    

3. Proper protection is provided to the family of Shri Altaf from intimidation and threats 
from police officials.  

4. Call for CCTV footage of station (as mandated by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in 
Paramvir Singh Saini vs. Baljit Singh & Others [SLP (Criminal) No.3543 of 2020] and 
ensure that CCTV cameras are installed in all police stations in Uttar Pradesh.  

5. The guidelines8 issued by the NHRC on custodial deaths are followed. These guidelines 
include among others, intimating the NHRC of any custodial deaths within 24 hours of 
their occurrence and submitting post-mortem report, videography and magisterial 
inquiry reports within 2 months of the incident to the NHRC.  

6. The guidelines laid down in DK Basu v State of West Bengal  [AIR 1997 SC 610] are 
followed to prevent custodial abuse and deaths in the future. These include ensuring 
medical examination of accused prior to custody, informing the next of kin about the 
arrest, preparation of memo of arrest among others.  

 
 

Thanking you, 
 

Clifton D’ Rozario 
  (National Convener) 

 
 

(All references in the footnotes are attached with this e-mail) 

                                                
8 https://nhrc.nic.in/press-release/nhrc-issues-fresh-guidelines-regarding-intimation-custodial-death 


