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members 

 

Testimonies of encounters by family members of the victims. 

Testimonies by eye witnesses.  
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Introduction 

On 19th of March, Ajay Bisht, known popularly as Yogi Adityanath, completed a 

year as Chief Minister of a BJP-led government in Uttar Pradesh. In this period, the 

people of UP have been subjected to a series of oppressive measures by the 

government. Forceful closing down of slaughterhouses; the rampant moral policing 

and harassment of women and consenting couples in the name of ‘anti-Romeo 

squad’; the blatant denial of minimum support prices to potato and other farmers 

and the sham of loans to them; the public health sector which is in shambles that has 

seen a spike in infant mortality; the growing joblessness; repeated attack on students 

in BHU, Lucknow and Allahabad and concerted communal violence, latest being the 

engineered attacks and communal polarization in Kasganj, the list of injustice and 

attacks under the Yogi rule is already long. However, one of the most chilling 

aspects of Yogi Raj is the continuous ‘encounter’ attacks that are being unleashed on 

people, in the name of fighting crime.  

According to UP government figures, by January 2018, the police had conducted 

1,038 encounters. In these, 44 people and four policemen were killed and 238 injured. 

The unofficial figures are far higher, where the total number of ‘encounters’ are 

estimated to be more than 1400. These ‘encounters’ entail, shooting at people, who 

may and may not be petty criminals or gangsters, without following due processes 

of law. National Police Commission (1979) to NHRC (2003) and the Supreme Court 

(SC) judgment in the PUCL case (2014) have clearly mandated against such random 

killing of people.  

The little that have come to the media exposing these killings clearly shows the 

flouting of mandatory legal bindings by the UP police. The testimonies of eye 

witnesses and family members of those killed clearly show that most of these 

killings are cold blooded murders by the police, where no gun battle took place. For 

many of those killed or injured, the police had posthumously inserted clauses of 

criminality in their record and thereby have justified killing or injuring. The fact 

remains that even the one with criminal records cannot, under any circumstances, be 

gunned down in this way if one were to adhere to a rule of law.  

Instead, the police, in fact are getting encouragement and impunity from the highest 

echelons of power, in this case none other than the CM himself. In many press 

conferences he has categorically justified the killings and stated that these will 

continue. He flaunts the encounter as his ‘zero-tolerance towards crime’ but refuses 

to accept the blatant lawlessness in these cold blooded attacks.  

The social profile of the encountered people reveal that maximum of them come 

from the marginalized sections that is, Dalits, OBCs and Muslims. The ‘encounters’ 



are therefore nothing but weapons in the hands of the sangh parivar and the state 

machinery to further intimidate the already marginalized sections and contribute 

towards a reign of terror.  

*** 

 

The “Encounters” reflect a grim pattern: 

According to the Police, 1142 encounters have taken place between March 20, 2017 

and January 31, 2018. The highest numbers of encounters were reported from 

Meerut zone where 449 encounters took place, which was followed by Agra zone 

which had 210. Third on the list was Bareilly zone with 196 encounters and then 

came Kanpur zone with 91 shootouts. The least number of police encounters took 

place in Yogi Adityanath’s own constituency Gorakhpur. Clearly West UP has been 

affected more than the Eastern zone in the number of cases of shootouts.  

A significant proportion of those killed in these encounters are from four districts 

of western UP – Shamli, Muzaffarnagar, Saharanpur and Baghpat. 

 

Along with the ‘encounters’ the police has slapped 167 of the victims with National 

Security Act (NSA). Chandrashekhar Azad and other Dalit activists being part of the 

list. The police have also seized assets worth Rs. 150 crore so far.  

https://images.news18.com/ibnlive/uploads/2018/02/UP-crime.jpg


The entire spate of ‘encounters’ have not just been justified, but also celebrated by 

the media and the UP police as their brave clampdown on organized crime. The 

victims have all been declared as hardened criminals who had rewards declared 

against them by the Police. However, ground reporting by some media and 

allegations by the family members of the deceased and the injured point at the fact, 

that many of these killings might be extra-judicial killings. More crucially, many of 

the ones who have been killed or injured might not be criminals at all. This only 

adds to the extreme violation of law and human rights by the Police.  

To begin with, the Police can only fire at a criminal in self-defense, when all other 

means to overpower them is exhausted. In a landmark decision in Om Prakash and 

others vs State of Jharkhand through the secretary, Department of Home, Ranchi, 

2012, the Supreme Court clearly stated:  

“It is not the duty of the police officers to kill the accused merely because he is a dreaded 

criminal. Undoubtedly, the police have to arrest the accused and put them up for trial. This 

Court has repeatedly admonished trigger happy police personnel, who liquidate criminals and 

project the incident as an encounter. Such killings must be deprecated. They are not 

recognized as legal by our criminal justice administration system. They amount to State 

sponsored terrorism”. 

Further, in Darshan Singh Vs. State of Punjab and Anr. (AIR 2010 SC 1212), the 

Supreme Court has held that “when there is real apprehension that the aggressor 

might cause death or grievous hurt, in that event the right of private defence of the 

defender could even extend to causing of death. A mere reasonable apprehension is 

enough to put the right of self-defence into operation, but it is also settled position of 

law that a right of self-defence is only right to defend oneself and not to retaliate. 

(http://www.livelaw.in/law-encounters-immunity-police-impunity/) What is 

often ignored are Supreme Court rulings which state that the right of self-defence 

or private defence falls in one basket and the use of excessive or retaliatory force 

falls in another basket. Therefore, while a victim of aggression has a right of 

private defence or self-defence, he becomes an aggressor and commits a 

punishable offence if he exceeds the right of private defence or self-defence by 

using excessive or retaliatory force. 

So, even if the people who were killed in the encounters were to be criminals, the 

question rises whether they should have been taken into custody and booked under 

due processes of law, instead of being shot at, killed or injured.  

In all the FIRs, the story of encounter follows more-or-less the same pattern. That 

the police was tipped off regarding the presence or location of one or more 

dreaded criminal, whom they chased as they tried to escape in a car or a bike. The 

criminals allegedly then fire at the police and as retaliation, the police was forced 

http://www.livelaw.in/law-encounters-immunity-police-impunity/
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to fire back and kill them. Some FIRs however, describe the gallantry of the 

policemen on duty and laud the bravado of killing people and there it does not 

read as a mere act of self-defense. In most of the cases, as if copy pasted from the 

previous incident, it mentions how some people ‘managed to escape, while some 

were shot’. 

In many cases that surfaced in the media and in fact finding reports, the family 

members got the news of the death of their kin from WhatsApp or from third 

sources, and not from the police. They then had to hunt down the specific police 

station and collect the dead bodies of their kith and kin. This is in complete 

contravention of the Supreme Court guidelines in PUCL vs State of 

Maharashtra on police encounters that says, “In the event of death, the next of kin 

of the alleged criminal/victim must be informed at the earliest.” In most of the 

cases, the family were not even given the post mortem report of the deceased.  

In many of the cases like that of Furquan (from Shamli), Ikram (from Baghpat) 

had distinct injuries on their bodies like broken bones and broken ribs, along with 

bullet wounds. The body of Jiahind Yadav (from Azamgarh) had 21 bullet 

wounds on his body, which he apparently sustained while he was riding a bike 

being chased by the police. All these point at a certain aggression by the police 

and belie the theory of ‘firing in self-defense’. The pattern becomes clearer as we 

deal with some of the cases in details.  
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Portions from FIR filed in the case of Ikram: 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Portions from FIR  and medical records in the case of Ikram: 



 

Some of The glaring cases: 

 The case of Furquan from Shamli: Furquan was imprisoned for seven years as 

an under trial implicated in a village brawl. His family did not have the 

resources to procure his release. In October 2017 however, it came unexpectedly. 

The police settled the case to get him out. After two weeks, when Furquan went 

to Baghpat to visit his relative, he stepped out of his house to go to a shop and 

never returned. They got news later that not only Furquan has been killed in an 

encounter, he was a dreaded criminal with 36 cases of dacoity and a reward of 

Rs. 50,000 on him. It was claimed by the police that they were conducting a 

routine check, when they chanced upon him. He and his associates were riding a 

bike and they refused to stop and rather fired on the police. In retaliatory fire, 

Furquan died, while others escaped. His body showed injury marks testifying 

torture, other than the bullet wounds.  

 

The question that his family legitimately raises is how is it possible for someone 

to be involved in 36 cases of robbery when he was in jail for the past seven 

years? The posthumous profiling of deceased people as ‘dreaded gangsters’, to 

justify their killing, is not isolated in this case. After his death, all five of his 

brothers have been arrested with different cases of robbery and theft. This 

squarely becomes a hindrance for the family to pursue justice for Furquan. They 

are drained of resources as these earning members are lodged in prison and also 

the police can arm twist them with these cases, not to follow up on the fake 

encounter case of Furquan. 

 

These aspects of encounter killing and gross flouting of law is not isolated in 

Furquan’s case alone but applies to many other cases effectively reflecting the 

draconian nature of these encounter killing and the inhumanity and intimidation 

associated with it.  

 

 The case of Sumit Gurjar from Baghpat: The case of Sumit Gurjar created the 

maximum uproar and even forced the NHRC to send notices to UP police. On 

September 30, Sumit Gurjar was abducted by plain clothes policemen from a bus 

stand in Badhaut, Baghpat. There were sufficient eye witnesses who saw him 

being taken into custody. His family also came to know he was being kidnapped 

and they started a frantic search. The Noida police offered to free Sumit in lieu of 

Rs. 3,50,000. His family heard the rumour that he might be killed in an encounter 

and they reached out to top police officials, NHRC and CM’s office, but got no 

response. In the mean time the Noida police declared a cash reward of Rs. 25,000 

on Sumit, which was soon doubled. The next day it was declared that Sumit had 



died in an ‘encounter’ while trying to escape in a car after robbing a cash van of 

a bank. Three other ‘unidentified assailant’ as usual ‘escaped’ as per the police 

version. The police claimed Sumit had several cases of robbery and extortion 

against him and justified the killing once again. 

 

The bizarre truth however soon surfaced that Sumit had no police cases against 

him ever. There was another man named Sumit Gurjar, who stayed in the same 

Chichretta village and had the exact same cases on him, back in 2011. The NHRC 

has visited his family and issued notice to UP police. However, even after six 

months, nothing has been pursued further.  

 

Much like the case of Furquan, The UP police slapped rape cases on Raj Singh 

and Kamal Singh, two brothers of Sumit Gurjar and have been blackmailing 

them to withdraw the case of Sumit’s killing in lieu of them withdrawing these 

rape cases.  

 

 The cases of Chhannu Sonkar and Ramji Pasi from Azamgarh: The spate of 

encounters that has become so routine in West UP has also reached Eastern UP. 

The cases of Chhannu Sonkar and Ramji Pasi, according to the testimonies of 

their family members hint at chilling cases of fake encounter and targeted 

killing. Chhannu Sonkar was picked up from a fruit orchard near his house by 

the Police. When he didn’t return till late at night, his anxious family members 

called him on his mobile. He informed them that he is in Jahanaganj Police 

Station. Next day, two police personnel reached his house and informed his 

father Jhabbu Sonkar, that Chaanu is being treated in the district hospital. Later 

they got the news of him being killed in an ‘encounter.’  

 

Ramji Pasi had won the Panchayat election in Jiapur, Azamgarh and for that he 

came in contradiction with the dominant castes in his village. They first tried to 

implicate him in false cases, failing which he was picked up from his house by 

the police and killed in an encounter. 

 

The state Human rights commission has set up an enquiry looking into the 

encounter killings of Ramji Pasi, Mukesh Rajbhar, Jaihind Yadav from 

Azamgarh and Aman Yadav from Itarsi.  

 

 The case of Jitendar Yadav that was finally denied to be an Encounter. On 3rd 

February, the Police fired on a vehicle in Noida that was returning from a 

marriage festival. The police jeep chased and fired on them, hitting a gym trainer 

Jitendra Yadav critically in the neck, while his brother Sunil Yadav was hit in the 

leg. The police tried to pass off this as an ‘encounter’ running the same story of 



dreaded criminal trying to escape. However, later they had to retreat as the 

victims had no crime record and the sub-inspector who shot at them was 

suspended and taken into custody. The constables, who accompanied him are 

however absconding and the details of the cases of why the shoot out took place 

has been whitewashed. Speculations ran from altercation to caste conflict that 

led to the shootout. It however, unmistakably points out the uncontrolled trigger 

happy nature of UP police and the way they have been going about shooting 

people.  

 

Similar cases of people with no crime record being picked up and shot at by the 

police have come to light in other places of both East and West UP. That the case of 

Jitendra Yadav could catch media attention and could force the police to backtrack 

was also because of his economic position. The people from the poorer section of the 

society have been continuously killed and injured by the police taking advantage of 

their socio-economic vulnerability. At least five cases of poor Muslims from Shamli 

and Muzzaffarnagar came to the media. They were Nadeem, 30 and Jaan 

Mohammed, 24 from Muzaffarnagar, Shamshad and Mansoor, both 35 from 

Saharanpur and Vasim, 17 from Shamli. They were under trials, who had already 

spent significant amount of time in jail for petty crimes. They were all registered 

in the police record because of their petty criminal past and their whereabouts 

were known to the police. Hence it became quite easy for the police to hunt them 

down and kill them in fake encounters.   

*** 

 

The shameful role of the local media in UP: 

While the national media completely blacked out the encounters under the Yogi 

regime the local UP media went a step ahead in providing absolute support and 

even celebrated the ‘encounters’. They made absolutely no attempt in investigating 

the loopholes in the police versions but rather uncritically reproduced the police 

versions with much fanfare. What is more disconcerting is in many of these 

‘encounters’, local stingers and journalists accompanied the police and they live 

streamed the encounter on social and digital media. This clearly raises questions 

about the ‘spontaneous’ nature of these encounters as claimed and in fact clearly 

points at them being calculated and pre-planned assaults perpetrated with the 

intention to spread terror. 

 

 



 

They made no attempts to challenge the police version and used the same terms like 

badmash (scoundrel), gunda (goons), inaami daaku (dacoits with rewards declared on 

them) to describe each and every cases. They parroted the police version of the 

encounters and never bothered to cross check facts. They lauded the UP police and 

state government and their strict handling of crime echoing Yogi Adityanath’s voice.  

*** 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Newspaper 
report that 
reproduces 
the police 
version. 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A few glimpses of the reign of horror under Yogi’s rule:  



 

 

 

 

 

 



All in the name of fighting crime under Yogi Regime 

 

“Apradhmukt Uttar Pradesh” was one among the central slogans of BJP before the state legislative 

elections in 2017. After one year, the overall performance of the Yogi government is miserable to 

say the least. It seeks to cover up for its failure in every other front by flaunting its “achievement” in 

carrying out the encounters, which is showcased as a iron clad clampdown on crimes. Yogi 

Adityanath in no uncertain terms reiterated several times in the media that ‘Encounters will not 

stop’, ‘we will reply to the criminals in their own language’, ‘if you are a criminal you are liable to be 

liquidated’ and so on. He deemed the opposition that was raising question on the encounters as 

‘anti-national’. Such articulation is antithetical to democratic values. It belies the existence of 

democratic institutions and norms. It belies the existence of any rule of law as it turns the enforcers 

of law into dreaded criminals.  

The yogi government has provided complete impunity to the police and that has emboldened them 

to carry on relentless encounters without any accountability. In Shamli public felicitation of the 

police officers carrying out the encounters was held by the administration. The machismo of the 

police gets bolstered with such active and tacit support from the state. In many of the cases of 

encounters, the police in fact are showcasing them in their bid to get promotion. This is despite the 

fact that there are Supreme Court guidelines against the same and even NHRC has taken cognizance 

of it. The Yogi government has remained unresponsive towards the NHRC notices sent to them and 

has categorically rejected the demand for a CBI or Judicial probe into the encounters.  

With these encounters the Yogi government is apparently trying to send a strong message to the 

people that criminals will not be tolerated. It might be worthwhile to remind him, that he himself 

has very serious charges of crime ranging from rioting, inciting violence to murder pending against 

him which he is trying to discard through manipulations in courts. With such a tainted man at the 

helm of affairs, the spate of encounters seem like nothing but a potent tool in the hands of the state 

machinery and the party controlling it to further repress marginalised communities like muslims, 

dalits and OBCs.   

 

Our demands: 

Constitute a judicial probe into the fake encounters. 

Take action against the guilty police officers. 

Provide compensation to the affected families.  

  

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

About United Against Hate: We are a Delhi based group of conscientious citizens, 

academics, student activists who have been consistently campaigning against hate 

crimes, attacks on minorities, mob lynching and communal violence since July 2017. 

We have held a bike rally from Delhi to Mewat, conducted series of public meetings in 

different residential areas of Delhi and outside Delhi in Jaipur, Deoband and Lucknow. 

We have held protest demonstrations outside UP, Haryana and Rajasthan Bhavan 

after various incidents of mob lynching, encounter killing and infant mortality. We 

conducted a fact finding visit to Kasganj after the engineered communal violence and 

released a report to the press afterwards.  

 


