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Urgent Appeal from 100 Lawyers and Law Professionals across India:  
 

Revoke the Arbitrary and Unjust Ban on Moolvasi Bachao Manch,  
Release All Its Imprisoned Members and Repeal the draconian  

Chhattisgarh Special Public Security Act, 2005 
 

Date: 12th June, 2025  
 

To, 
Hon’ble Droupadi Murmu,  
President of India, 
Rashtrapati Bhavan,  
New Delhi            

To, 
Hon’ble Governor,  
Chhattisgarh, 
Raj Bhavan, Raipur  
 

To, 
Chief Minister  
Chhattisgarh, Mantralaya, 
Civil Lives, Raipur  
 

Sub: Urgent Appeal to Revoke the arbitrary and unjust ban on Moolvasi Bachao 
Manch, Release All Its Imprisoned Members, and Repeal the draconian 
Chhattisgarh Special Public Security Act, 2005 

Respected Madam and Sirs, 

We, the undersigned members of the National Alliance for Justice, Accountability and 
Rights (NAJAR)—a collective of hundreds of lawyers, law students, and legal 
professionals—write to register our unequivocal opposition to the Chhattisgarh 
Government’s declaration of Moolvasi Bachao Manch (MBM) as an “unlawful 
organization” under the Chhattisgarh Special Public Security Act, 2005(CSPSA), via 
Notification No. F-4-101/Home-c/2024 dated 30th October, 2024.  

This proscription constitutes a direct and dangerous attack on the right to freedom of 
association and reflects the State’s increasing tendency to criminalize peaceful 
democratic organizing by adivasi communities in Scheduled Areas. As lawyers and law 
professionals committed to constitutional rights, we appeal to you to immediately 
intervene and revoke the arbitrary and unjust ban on Moolvasi Bachao Manch, release all 
its imprisoned members, and repeal the draconian Chhattisgarh Special Public Security 
Act, 2005. 
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This letter is prompted by the 3rd May, 2025 re-arrest of Moolvasi Bachao Manch (MBM) 
members Suneeta Pottam and Dasru Podiyam by the National Investigation Agency (NIA). At 
the time, both were already in judicial custody, having been arrested last year in separate, 
pending cases unrelated to the present NIA investigation. On 4th May, they were remanded to 
five days of NIA custody for interrogation in connection with a 2023 case under the UAPA - 
Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act. On 9th May, they were returned to judicial custody. This 
is the same case under which MBM’s former president, Raghu Midiyami, was arrested on 27th 
February, 2025, and two other MBM members—Gajendra Madavi and Laxman Kunjam—were 
implicated in 2024. These arrests suggest a concerted effort to incarcerate individuals solely 
for their association with MBM and for engaging in constitutionally protected socio-political 
activity.  

Moolvasi Bachao Manch (MBM) was founded in the aftermath of the 2021 Silger firing, in 
which security forces opened fire on peacefully protesting Adivasi villagers, killing four. 
Emerging from that trauma, MBM built a decentralized, democratic platform of Adivasi 
youth committed to peaceful methods of protest. Through petitions, memoranda, sit-ins, 
padyatras, and public meetings, MBM demanded accountability for state violence, 
recognition of forest and land rights, and respect for Gram Sabha consent. In its actions, it 
consistently invoked constitutional frameworks such as PESA, FRA, and the Fifth 
Schedule. It was neither underground nor unlawful. 
 
Since its formation in 2021, MBM has faced unrelenting state persecution. At least 30 of its 
members have reportedly been arrested in fabricated criminal cases. The first known 
enforcement of the ban came with the arrests of Bhogam Rama and Madvi Ritesh on 19th 
November, 2024. Neither they nor other MBM members had been informed of the organization’s 
proscription until after their detention. They were charged under Section 8(1)(3) of the 
Chhattisgarh Vishesh Jan Suraksha Adhiniyam (CSPSA) for allegedly convening a village meeting 
and providing food and shelter to participants. Notably, there was no allegation of incitement, 
violence, or any other proscribed activity that could legally justify arrests. Although MBM 
dissolved soon after, individuals previously associated with it continue to face escalating 
repression. Among them are Raghu Midiyami—and now, Suneeta Pottam and Dasru Podiyam—
all targeted solely for their prior association with MBM and for actions that predate the ban. 
 
Raghu Midiyami was arrested by the NIA in February 2025. He stands accused of founding MBM 
and organizing protests against road construction and the establishment of paramilitary camps. 
The NIA claims he mobilized villagers “at the behest of Maoists”—a charge as incendiary as it is 
unsubstantiated. This forms part of a long-standing state strategy to delegitimize constitutionally 
grounded Adivasi dissent by branding it as externally orchestrated subversion. The suggestion 
that Adivasi youth can only articulate political demands under outside influence not only denies 
their agency but criminalizes autonomy itself. 
 
A long-time grassroots organizer and petitioner in a 2016 High Court case on extrajudicial killings 
in her village, Suneeta Pottam has been central to local resistance against militarization and 
displacement. She has worked with national networks such as Women Against Sexual Violence 
and State Repression (WSS) and the People’s Union for Civil Liberties (PUCL), and has led 
sustained campaigns for justice in Bastar. Despite being acquitted in nine out of twelve 
fabricated cases, her imminent release was deliberately thwarted by a fresh arrest in the NIA’s 



2023 case. This calculated move appears designed to keep vocal dissenters behind bars through 
prolonged procedural incarceration. The re-arrest of Dasru Podiyam, a young organizer from 
Bijapur similarly reflects the use of UAPA as a dragnet to incarcerate Adivasi voices without trial. 
There is a growing fear that this case will become a legal black hole, absorbing all former MBM 
members the State views as politically inconvenient. 
 
It is crucial to note that this intensified crackdown comes amid mounting public outrage over 
extrajudicial executions, custodial torture, and the unrestrained militarization of Bastar. These 
arrests are not merely acts of retaliation for past mobilization—they are part of a broader strategy 
to eliminate dissent and shield these unlawful state practices from public scrutiny. In this 
context, the fear of further arrests—of other prominent MBM members—is not speculative; it is 
immediate and deeply felt.  
 
We also wish to raise serious concerns about the grounds cited to justify the ban. The notification 
alleges that "the organization Moolvasi Bachao Manch is continuously opposing and ‘instigating’ 
the general public against “development works" and "the security force camps being built to 
conduct these development works."  
 
MBM’s opposition to road/railway construction and security force camps was not rooted in any 
anti-development agenda, but in their community's legal and constitutional rights. In Scheduled 
Areas, the law requires that development works—including those involving forest land or 
impacting local governance—receive prior consent from the Gram Sabha. This is explicitly 
mandated under provisions of the Fifth Schedule of the Constitution, the Panchayats (Extension 
to Scheduled Areas) Act, 1996 (PESA), and the Forest Rights Act, 2006 (FRA).  
 
The proviso to Section 3(2) of the FRA in particular bars the diversion of forest land for non-forest 
purposes without a Gram Sabha’s recommendation. What the State characterizes as 
‘obstruction’ is in fact protected by law and the Constitution. The Gram sabhas and village 
communities have a constitutional and legal right to participation in decisions over land, 
resources, and governance, especially at a time when the entire region is being ravaged by mining 
and deforestation, ostensibly to facilitate the business interests of large corporations.  It is 
indeed unacceptable that adivasis who have been protecting the forest ecosystems for centuries 
are being uprooted from their lands, violating their human rights and accentuating the climate 
crisis.   
 
That such constitutionally grounded activity can be penalized at all is a direct consequence of 
the deeply flawed law under which the ban was imposed. The CSPSA is antithetical to the values 
of constitutional democracy and the rule of law. It violates the letter and spirit of constitutional 
provisions, FRA and PESA. It allows the executive to declare organizations unlawful without 
requiring any direct link to acts of violence or incitement. Mere association with a proscribed 
organization becomes criminalized, even absent intent or unlawful conduct. The Act offers no 
independent judicial oversight prior to or after proscription, and lacks even the minimal 
procedural safeguards.  
 
We are deeply alarmed by the direction of state action in Bastar. The criminalization of a 
peaceful Adivasi platform like Moolvasi Bachao Manch signals a deepening hostility of the 
state towards even peaceful and lawful assertion of constitutional and statutory rights and 



grassroots dissent. The attempt to target every visible member of MBM’s decentralized 
leadership appears aimed at dissuading an entire generation of young Adivasis from exercising 
their democratic rights.  
 
The Hon’ble President and Hon’ble Governor are required as per the Constitution to ensure 
peace and good government in all the scheduled areas. We urge the Hon’ble President of India, 
Hon’ble Governor of Chhattisgarh and Chief Minister of Chhattisgarh to:   

1. Revoke the Ban: Immediately withdraw Notification No. F-4-101/Home-c/2024 
dated 30th October, 2024, declaring Moolvasi Bachao Manch (MBM) as 
unlawful. The ban lacks a factual basis, violates constitutional and procedural 
safeguards, and criminalizes peaceful political organizing. 

2. Release All MBM Members: Ensure the unconditional release of all MBM 
members detained under false or politically motivated charges—including those 
arrested under UAPA, CSPSA, IPC, Arms Act, and Explosives Act provisions. 
Charges based solely on association or protest activity must be withdrawn. 

3. Repeal the CSPSA: Initiate legislative steps to repeal the draconian Chhattisgarh 
Special Public Security Act, 2005, which permits arbitrary proscription and 
violates the principles of legality and proportionality. 

4. End the Criminalization of Adivasi Protests: Stop suppression of Adivasi 
mobilizations for constitutional rights. Recognize peaceful protest as protected 
democratic activity, not a threat. 

5. Halt Further Arrests and Harassment: Immediately stop the arrest, surveillance, 
and harassment of individuals previously associated with Moolvasi Bachao 
Manch. Ensure that no person is criminalized solely for exercising constitutionally 
protected rights. 

 
We urge your offices to act without delay to restore the rule of law, uphold constitutional 
values, and respect the rights of Adivasi communities in Bastar and across scheduled areas 
of India.  
 
Looking forward to fair action from your end, 
 

Thanking you, 
 

Members of National Alliance for Justice, Accountability and Rights (NAJAR) 
 
1. Sr. Adv. Gayatri Singh, Bombay High 

Court  
2. Adv. Indira Unninayar Supreme Court 

and Delhi High Court  
3. Adv. Purbayan Chakraborty, West 

Bengal 
4. Adv. Mini Mathew, Mumbai / Goa  

5. Adv. Ritesh Dhar Dubey, New Delhi  
6. Khalil-ur Rehaman, Law Student, 

Hubli-Dharwad  
7. Shraddha H, Law Student, Hubballi-

Dharwad  
8. Adv. Afsar Jahan, High Court of 

Telangana  



9. Adv. Vertika Mani, New Delhi  
10. Adv. Pavan Kumar Pinninti, Andhra 

Pradesh  
11. Adv. Sagar Mudhol Kalaburagi, 

Karnataka  
12. Adv. Pratik Kumar, Delhi NCR  
13. Arundhati Dhuru, Law Researcher, 

Lucknow, UP  
14. Adv. Edgar Kaiser Advocate Madras 

High Court  
15. Abhayraj Naik Researcher, Law 

Researcher, Bengaluru/ Sri City  
16. Rusham, Law Student, Delhi University  
17. Adv. Anupradha Singh, Delhi  
18. Adv. Lekshmi S.R, Kerala  
19. Adv. Dinesh C. Mali, Rajasthan High 

Court (Jodhpur) 
20. Hananya Sunderraj, Lawyer Mumbai  
21. Adv. Raksha Awasya, Delhi  
22. Adv. Naveen Gautam, Delhi  
23. Nisha Biswas, Law Researcher, Kolkata  
24. Bhargav Oza, Lawyer, Ahmedabad  
25. Stella James, Law Researcher, 

Bengaluru  
26. Meera Sanghamitra, Law Researcher, 

Telangana  
27. Adv. Shubham Kaushal, Ahmedabad  
28. Adv. Sukumaran Krishnan, Gudalur, 

The Nilgiris  
29. Adv Taniya Laskar, Silchar, Assam  
30. Adv. Iswarya, Chennai  
31. Adv. Priyanka Singh, Lucknow, UP 
32. Adv. Richa Rastogi Lucknow, UP  
33. Adv. Mandakini, Hyderabad  
34. Albert Jasper GP, Law Student Chennai 

Tamil Nadu  
35. Radhika, Law Academic, Bangalore  
36. Maharathi Madhukiran, Law Student 

Hubballi Karnataka  
37. Reema Menezes, Law student, Hubli 

Dharwad  
38. Adv. Rohin Bhatt, Delhi  
39. Daniel Jose, Law Student Kerala  
40. Adv. Prakhya CV, Bangalore  
41. Adv. Anjaneyulu M, Law researcher, 

Hyderabad Telangana  
42. Dewangi Sharma, Law Researcher, 

Delhi  
43. Adv. Dr. Shalu Nigam, Lawyer and 

researcher, Delhi NCR  
44. Chaitanya, law student, Delhi  
45. Adv. Indumugi C, New Delhi  
46. Sreejayaa Rajguru, law student, Delhi 
47. Akhil Surya, Law Researcher, 

Hyderabad  
48. Adv. Carina Singh, Law Researcher, 

Delhi  
49. Adv. Afreen Khan, Law Researcher, 

Hyderabad 
50. Belinda Augustine, Law Student, 

Hyderabad  
51. Adv. Afraaz Suhail, Odisha High Court  
52. Ananya, Law student, Hyderabad  
53. Maulik Tyagi, Law Student, Hyderabad  
54. Adv. Farha Qureshi, Delhi  
55. Ameya Deb Law, Law student, 

Bangalore  
56. Adv. Gatha, Trivandrum, Kerala 
57. Sara, Law Researcher, Chennai, TN 
58. Adv. Joicy Milin Zou, New Delhi 
59. Samaa, Law Student, Chhattisgarh  
60. Adv. Bijaya Chanda, Kolkata  
61. Adv. Kanmani R, Madras High Court  
62. Maanasee Hatkar, Law 

Student,Sonipat, Haryana  
63. Adv. Vishwas Tanwar, Delhi  
64. Adv. Anha Rizvi Delhi  
65. Adv Manish Chaurasiya, Gwalior MP  
66. Adv. Qamar Intekhab, Muzaffarnagar, 

UP 
67. Adv M. Shreela, Chennai, TN 
68. Adv. T. Mohan, Chennai, TN 
69. Zainulabideen, Law student, Hubli 

Dharwad  
70. Prashansa Naik, Law student, Gujarat 

National Law University  
71. Krithika Dineshm Legal researcher, 

New Delhi  
72. Meenakshi Kapoor, Law Researcher, 

Palampur, Himachal Pradesh 
73. Maansi V, Lawyer, Delhi 
74. Shreyam Sharma, Law Student, 

Hyderabad  
75. Muskam Tibrewala, Legal researcher 

Chennai 
76. Goulungmon Haokip, Law Student, 

Kannur, Kerala 
77. Adv. Pyoli Swatija, New Delhi 



78. Adv. Harsh Kinger Vadodara, Gujarat 
79. Adv. Shivam, Gujarat 
80. Adv. Rishav Devrani, Dehradun, 

Uttarakhand  
81. Adv. Archana More, Pune 
82. Adv. Vishal Sinha, New Delhi 
83. Vishnu, Law Student, Hyderabad  
84. Adv. Ramani, Chennai 
85. Adv. Padma Lakshmi, Kerala 
86. Adv. Sarthak Tomar, Bhopal 
87. Adithi Holla, Law Student, Bengaluru 
88. Ameya Bokil, Legal Researcher, 

Bangalore 
89. Raja Chandra, Law Researcher, 

Hyderabad 
90. Adv Purnima Upadhyay, Amaravati, 

Maharashtra  

91. Adv Shruti Lokare, Mumbai, 
Maharashtra  

92. Spoorthi H, Law student, Karnataka  
93. Sonde Ansar, Law student, Hyderabad 
94. Adv Kawalpreet Kaur, Lawyer and 

Researcher, New Delhi  
95. Adv Naman Jain, New Delhi  
96. Nayana Udayashankar, Law 

Researcher, Bangalore 
97. Diya Elizebeth, Law student, Haryana  
98. Adv Sanjana Meshram, Mumbai  
99. Adv Archit Krishna, Lawyer, New Delhi  
100. Adv Swastika Chowdhury, 

Kolkata, West Bengal  
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