Lalit Press Statement

The two Lalit militants, Roland Fauzoo and Devianand Narrain, were released from police custody on their own cognizances at the Mahebourg Court. They have therefore put an end to their hunger strike. They will have to be present in Court again on Thursday, 4th July.

Now that Roland Fauzoo and Devianand Narrain have been released, it may be useful to draw some lessons, as well as ask a few questions, in relation to the circumstances of their arrest by the Rose-Belle CID and the ridiculous charge of “Rogue and Vagabond” laid against them.

The long-standing campaign of LALIT against the widespread violation of human rights by police officers has begun to produce positive results: the recent Human Right Commission Report has clearly shown that steps have to be taken to curb this dangerous drift away from the “rule of Law”. 

To judge form the filthy obscenities and the content of the verbal abuse aimed at LALIT by the officers of the Rose-Belle CID, in the presence of Roland Fauzoo and Devianand Narrain, it is clear that the partisans of the Raddhoa method are trying to victimize LALIT militants for the political work done to expose and denounce police brutality; one of the CID officers at Rose-Belle spelled this out very precisely when he shouted at Roland Fauzoo and Devianand Narrain: “Zot finn fer ravaz dan Kirpip, isi dan Rozbel CID ki mari.”

It is absolutely true that in various districts, the CID has gradually started operating in ways that are not standard practice in the police Force: we saw it in Curepipe and Grand Bay, we are now experiencing it in Rose-Belle. Quite often the irregular methods of the CID actually add up to sinister “conspiracies” when it comes to concocting false charges.

The circumstances of the arrest of Roland Fauzoo and Devianand Narrain, and the utterly absurd charge of “Rogue and Vagabond” laid against hem raise a number of questions.

1. Given that the visit of the two Lalit militants to the inhabitant of Rose-Belle who had personally formally complained of having suffered police brutality, had been discussed openly over the telephone, and given that CID officers were clearly already “lying in wait” at the person’s house, is it possible that the Acting Minister of the Interior has already started issuing directives for telephone tapping?

2. For its principled resistance to the Prevention of Terrorism law, LALIT and its militants came under a totally hysterical attack by the Vice Prime Minister Bérenger. Could this attack have been interpreted by rogue CID officers as “carte blanche” to victimize LALIT militants whenever and wherever possible? 

3. After their arrest by the Rose-Belle CID for an alleged offence in Rose-Belle, Devianand Narrain was transferred to Riviére des Anguilles police station cell, and Roland Fauzoo to Nouvelle France; and they both had to be at Mahebourg Court the next morning. At both stations the police would not allow close relatives to visit them: the police officers said that the CID instructions were strict: “No communication”. The 36-hour “in communicado” clause of the recently proclaimed Prevention of Terrorism Act seems to have given some sort of immoral go-ahead to the Police to move detainees around the country at night and to actually deny access to the family, an essential feature to ensure social control during detention in police cells.

4. When Devianand Narrain and Roland Fauzoo were first presented to the Magistrate on Tuesday morning, the Police presented a motion to the effect that their detention in Police cell should be extended for another week. The charge of “Rogue and Vagabond” usually applies to drunk persons creating a disturbance on the highway or to people loitering with intent. Is it conceivable that the Police would want to keep people accused of such minor offences in police custody for over a week? The Magistrate at the Mahebourg District Court obviously thought not, and quite rightly rejected the motion forcefully. The Police were asked to present the two Lalit militants in the Court the next day, and take a stand. From having asked for a further week in police custody on Tuesday, the Police then had no objection to release on their own cognizances on Wednesday

5. The high-ranking CID officers who came down to Rose-Belle were overheard muttering things like “connected cases”. What are these “connected cases”? It is true that the two Lalit militants were looking into a case of alleged police brutality. That is already two cases, which are connected. It is also true that the person who alleges brutality said the police beat him up because he is a potential witness to the whereabouts of someone the police are looking for in connection with yet another case. And we are now also aware of the fact that there was that very night a wider context of nation-wide police operations to track down those responsible for the violent attacks on taxi-drivers.

The circumstances of the arrest and detention of Devianand Narrain and Roland Fauzoo, and the absurd nature of the charge laid against them, would thus tend to be more in favour of a whole range of inter-connected circumstances and motivations: from downright crass stupidity to political vendetta.

Whatever the case may be, it is the Minister in charge of the Police Force at the time of the arrest and detention of the two Lalit militants who is the prime responsible: Bérenger will have to answer politically.
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