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India CAA

Europe should promote understanding, not
hate!

Paulo Casaca

Nearly forty years ago | was involved in the creation of an
‘Amnesty International local group’ in Ponta Delgada, the first ever
created in the Azores. | remember vividly how we dedicated
ourselves to publicise the work of the organisation and campaign
for the release of our first ‘prisoner of conscience’, a Cuban
oppositionist who later managed to be exiled to the US and wrote
us back several years afterward thanking us for our actions.

I did suspend my engagement when | became involved in active
politics — at the time Amnesty International did take seriously the
issue of conflicts of interest — and tried to pursue the same
priorities in my political life, most in particular when | entered the
European Parliament, a house with an incomparable international
clout as compared to the Azorean or even the Portuguese national
parliament.

I loved my ten years of European Parliament’s membership, from
1999 to 2009, and | am proud of having participated in so many
initiatives relating to fundamental human rights. Still, I couldn’t
help thinking already at that time that we could do better, a feeling
that did not diminish in the years | have been following the human
rights situation out of Brussels, now in my capacity as European

citizen.

First, there is a global, widespread phenomenon that unfortunately
does not spare political institutions. This is the pursuit of
buzzwords, limelight, fashion and sometimes outright propaganda
rather than real human rights violations weighted in a proportional,

independent and balanced perspective.

As | was following closely the situation in Irag, where violations of
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human rights by Islamic Revolutionary Guards-backed militias — often infiltrated within the state
apparatus — were egregious and comprised an enormous network of secret prisons where prisoners
were often taken just for ransom, | could not understand how the human-rights community, the
media and political institutions were so silent on the issue in contrast with the immense noise

related to ‘Guantanamo’.

‘Guantanamo’ was — and still is — a legitimate concern for human rights defenders, and this not only
or even mainly because of violations of rights of defenders but mostly because of the violations of
rights of terror victims. However, the situation on Iraq, resulting not from a brutal attack like
September eleven but from an invasion and ongoing occupation by the same country (the US) was

incomparably more important in terms of human rights violations.

The same holds for whatever human rights concern we witness in our day and the attention it
receives from European institutions: said concern just follows the mediatic attention regardless of

any careful, independent, informed, balanced and proportional approach.

This is naturally in detriment of human rights and of the European Union’s interests. It also opens

the way for the big international information manipulation machines to act according to their aims.

Secondly, one also must judge carefully the need for external action. In democratic countries, with
strong and independent institutions - especially when these prove to be working normally - there is

no good reason for an external intervention, contrarily to what happens elsewhere.
Both these principles are crucially more important when there are strong global interests involved.

Under rule 132, in the sequence of ‘Statements by the Commission, Council and European Council’

the European Parliament’s rule of procedure allows for the direct consideration by the Plenary of

issues not being dealt with at the committee level through motion of resolutions coming generally

from political groups. These statements are often related to human rights issues.

resolution dated the 28 of January were presented on India’s Citizenship Amendment Act (CAA).

This Common Resolution is following a matter highly publicised by the press. Whereas in no way
does the European Parliament draft resolution doubt the legitimacy of the legal procedure by the
Indian authorities, it acknowledges that several Indian entities publicly disagreed with the Act and
that the ‘Supreme Court of India has begun consideration of petitions on the CAA with a view to

assessing its constitutionality and has given the government 40 days to respond to these petitions’.
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So, whereas the European Parliament members or political groups, following several segments of
the Indian society, are free to disagree with the Act, what is the international legal and humanitarian
basis of this attempted interference in the normal, democratic, constitutional procedures of the

country?

Furthermore, the draft resolution actually acknowledges that the ‘stated goal of protecting
persecuted groups is welcome’; yet it considers that more would be needed, that is, other than the
religious minorities escaping Afghanistan, Bangladesh and Pakistan, India should also consider a
comprehensive list of minorities in these and other neighbouring states. The draft resolution list,
awkwardly, forgets to mention some of the most obvious targets of discrimination in these

countries, such as Baloch, peoples of Gilgit-Baltistan or Tibetan in Nepal.

While considering appropriate to condemn India for having political priorities on its refugee policy,
the draft resolution considers appropriate to try and impose its own political priorities in the country

without any reasonable independent justification.

Furthermore, it extends the criteria of neighbourhood in an also awkward way, blaming India for
excluding Rohingya refugees from the Arakan State in Myanmar, a state that has no border with

India.

The draft resolution’s main aim seems to be to fuel the case for condemning India for
‘Islamophobia’ that would supposedly strip Muslims of their Indian nationality. This has been the
moto widely used by several Islamic organisations so as to mobilise to protest action, unfortunately

often of a quite violent and disruptive nature.

The authors of the draft resolution seem to be completely oblivious of the fact that the former
European coloniser decided to cut the Indian sub-continent in two Muslim and a non-Muslim parts
before granting independence, that this act led to one of the biggest bloodshed of our time and left

scars that have not yet been overcome, as we can understand by the CAA need.

They also seem not to have noticed that India’s Muslim population continuous growth in absolute
and relative terms is an absolute reversal to what has happened to religious and ethnic minorities in

the three countries mentioned by the CAA - where minorities have dwindled.

One thing is to make the best of one’s efforts to promote peace and understanding, quite the reverse

is to fuel resentments, angst and actually hate campaigns because of unbalanced, uninformed and

narrow-minded appraisals of reality.
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The European citizens deserve better than this, and the world expects better from Europe. The
European institutions should think independently from the big interest international networks; they
should know when and how to act, they should have a balanced approach and aim at contributing to
reasonable, peaceful solutions, respectful of human rights — while shunning campaigns fuelled by

human hating machines.
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