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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA, BANGALORE
W.P. No.                   /2020 [PIL]

BETWEEN:
Janaadhikaara Sangharsha Parishath (JSP) & Ors. ....Petitioners
AND:
Union of India & Ors. ....Respondents

SYNOPSIS

Sl.
Nos.

Date Events

01 09.12.2019. The Citizen (Amendment) Bill, 2019 was passed in

Seventeenth Lok Sabha’s Second Session.

02 11.12.2019. The Citizen (Amendment) Bill, 2019 was passed in 250th of

Rajya Sabha.

03 12.12.2019. The Citizenship (Amendment) Act, 2019 received the assent

of the President and published in the Gazette of India.

04. 10.01.2020 In exercise of the powers conferred by the sub-section (2) of

section 1 of the Citizen (Amendment) Act of 2019, the

Central Government notifies this day for the enforcement of

the said Act.

BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE

 The Citizenship (Amendment) Act of 2019 (hereinafter referred to as

the “Act”) was passed by the two Houses of the Parliament of India on

09.12.2019 and 11.12.2019 respectively, received the assent of the

Hon’ble President of India on 12.12.2019 and was notified on

10.01.2020;

 The Stated Objects and Reasons of the Citizenship (Amendment) Act of

2019  is to set up a framework for the “Persecuted Minorities”,

specifically Hindus, Christians, Sikhs, Jains, Buddhists and Parsis of

the three countries of Pakistan, Bangladesh and Afghanistan to secure

Indian citizenship and thus save themselves from persecution in these

countries;

 But, the Act miserably fails to pass the test of Equality before Law

enshrined in Article 14 of our Constitution for the following reasons:-

 Article 14 - Equality before Law forbids class legislation but

does not forbid reasonable classification. Equality class forbids

Ba:r & Bench (www.barandb,ench.com) 



2

discrimination but not classification. Every classification to be

legal, valid and permissible must fulfil the twin-test of

intelligible differential while such differentia must have rational

nexus to the object sought to be achieved by the statute or

legislation in question.

 As per the Statement of Objects and Reasons of the Act, the

“persecuted minorities” form the main classification which is not

defined, the absence of which would lead to an implementation

that may be termed as arbitrary, inconsistent and may be

subjected to the whims and fancies of the bureaucracy;

 Further, the “persecuted minorities” is sub-classified into two

sub-classes, one based on Country and the other based on

Religion. The basis for including just three countries is

absolutely inconsistent and arbitrary, even if the adjoining

boundaries or the date of independence from the British

Imperial Empire or partition or any other factor is taken into

consideration. With regards to the sub-classification based on

‘Religion’, even if we consider the fact that Hindus, Sikhs, Jains,

Buddhists, Parsis and Christians are persecuted in Pakistan

and Bangladesh, Parliamentary debates on the bill have stated

that the large number of Hindu population that existed in

Pakistan during partition times has drastically reduced now due

to forced conversions to Islam. By excluding Pakistani Muslims

from the Act, the government is effectively excluding all those

Pakistani Hindus who were forcibly converted as Muslims.

Hence, this sub-classification as per Religion may be termed as

unsustainable due to its arbitrary and inconsistent nature;

 The exclusion of neighbouring countries such as Sri Lanka and

its Tamil population, Nepal, Bhutan and Myanmar apart from

Maldives, a long-time ally and a neighbouring country in

Arabian Sea smacks of classification replete with irregularities,
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illegalities which is based on unintelligible differentia that

renders the Act as Unconstitutional;

 An exclusion of Tamil population of Sri Lanka and Rohingyas of

Myanmar is gross and legally untenable on the anvil of the

Constitution of India under Equality before Law.

 Hence, the petitioners are filing this PIL praying for declaring this Act as

ultra vires of the Constitution of India.

*************
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA, BANGALORE

W.P. No.                   /2020 [PIL]
BETWEEN:

1. Janaadhikaara Sangharsha Parishath (JSP),
Regd. Trust & Non-Profit Organization (NGO),
Represented by Adarsh R Iyer, Managing Trustee,
Branch office #508/A/20, I Floor,
7th Main, 5th Cross, Mahalakshmi Layout,
Bangalore - 560086. ....Petitioner No. 1

2. Prakash Babu B K,
Aged 44 years,
S/o Late B N Krishnappa,
Co-President, Janaadhikaara Sangharsha Parishath (JSP),
#161, 2nd ‘A’ Cross, Ground Floor,
Techcity Layout, Doddathoguru,
Bangalore – 560100.       .....Petitioner No. 2

3. Vishwanath V B,
Aged 42 years,
S/o: Late V N Bhadraiah,
Executive Committee Member,
Janaadhikaara Sangharsha Parishath (JSP),
#910, 15th D Main, 3rd Stage, 1st Block,
Basaveshwaranagar,
Bangalore - 560079. .....Petitioner No. 3

AND:

1. Union of India,
Rep. by its Secretary,
Ministry of Home Affairs,
North Block, Central Secretariat,
New Delhi - 110001. .....Respondent No. 1

2. Ministry of Law and Justice,
Rep. by its Secretary,
4th Floor, A-Wing, Shastri Bhawan,
New Delhi - 110001. .....Respondent No. 2

3. State of Karnataka,
Rep. by its Chief Secretary,
Room No. 321, Vidhana Soudha,
Dr. B R Ambedkar Veedhi,
Bangalore - 560001. .....Respondent No. 3

4. Ministry of Law,
Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Vidhana Soudha,
Dr. B R Ambedkar Veedhi,
Bangalore - 560001. .....Respondent No. 4
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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 & 227
OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

The Petitioners above named, submit as follows:-

1. The Petitioners are seeking permission of this Hon'ble Court to file

this Writ Petition. The Petitioners may be permitted to appear in

person and conduct the case.

2. The Petitioner Organization, Janaadhikaara Sangharsha Parishath

[hereinafter “JSP”], a non-governmental, non-profit organization,

it’s Office Bearers and Trustees have been working tirelessly as anti-

corruption crusaders. JSP is an organization born to fight against

corruption prevailing in the various systems of our country, to

uphold & secure the fundamental and legal rights of the citizens of

our country and to uplift socially and economically oppressed class.

We are one of the initial complainants in the extortion case against

the father-son duo of erstwhile Lokayukta Bhaskar Rao and Ashwin

Rao. Based on our complaint, Hon'ble Upalokayukta, Justice

Subhash B Adi ordered an investigation and an FIR was filed by

Smt. Sonia Narang against Ashwin Rao and his aides. We have

fought for rape victims, POCSO victims, admissions to schools

under RTE (Right to Education) for poor and socially backward

classes etc.. We have represented ourselves as party-in-person

before the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka wherein a senior sub-

registrar had filed a Criminal Petition 8057/2016 to 8078/2016 u/s

482 of Cr.P.C. for quashing the 22 FIRs filed by us as original

complainants in several cases of illegal land grabbing of

Government lands and we were successful in convincing the Hon’ble

Court to dismiss the said petition. We have also filed Writ Petition

before the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka through legal counsel in

a PIL - WP 29585/2016 that facilitated in securing the fundamental
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Right to Education of thousands of economically backward children,

WP 6458/2018 & WP 32035/2019, as party-in-person.

FACTS OF THE CASE

3. The Union of India i.e. the Respondent No.1 promulgated an

Amendment to the Citizenship Act, 1955 (hereinafter referred to

as the “Principal Act”) by enacting the Citizenship (Amendment)

Act, 2019 (Act No. 47 of 2019) (hereinafter referred to as the

“Impugned Act” & produced as Annexure-“P1”) through a

notification published in the Gazette of India by Respondent No. 2,

dated 12.12.2019 after the same was passed in both Lok Sabha and

Rajya Sabha on 09.12.2019 and 11.12.2019, respectively. Later, the

Respondent No. 1 issued a notification dated 10.01.2020

(hereinafter produced as Annexure-“P2”) to bring the provisions

of the Impugned Act into force. It is contended by the Petitioners

that the Impugned Act comprises of two amendments i.e. section 2

and third schedule that are highly arbitrary & discriminatory and

violative of Article 14 - Right to Equality even if the said

amendments are tested based on classification.

4. In exercise of the powers under Articles 11 and 246(1) read with

Entry 17 of List 1 of the Seventh Schedule of the Constitution, the

Respondent No. 1 enacted the Principal Act in 1955 to provide a

substantive and procedural framework with respect to acquisition

and determination of the Citizenship of India. The term “illegal

migrant” is defined in section2 (1) (b) of the Principal Act and is as

follows:-

“2(1) (b) illegal migrant means a foreigner who has entered

into India -

(i) Without a valid passport or travel documents and such

other documents or authority as may be prescribed by or

under any law in that behalf; or
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(ii) With a valid passport or other travel documents and such

other document or authority as may be prescribed by or

under any law in that behalf but remains therein beyond the

permitted period of time.”

5. Another Act, named the Foreigner Act, 1946 was enacted by the

Central Legislative Assembly of British India in order to confer

certain power to Central Government which was later succeeded by

Respondent No.1 i.e. the Union of India in respect of dealing with

foreigners in India. Section 2(a) of the Foreigner Act, 1946 defines a

foreigner as follows:- “foreigner” means a person who is not a citizen

of India.

6. On 10.12.2003, the Respondent No.1 promulgated the “Citizenship

(Registration of Citizens and Issue of National Identity Cards) Rules,

2003” (hereinafter referred to as “Citizenship Rules, 2003” &

produced as Annexure-“P3”) in exercise of powers under Section

18 of the Principal Act. The Rule 3 and 4 of the Citizenship Rules,

2003 provides for outline of the maintenance and preparation of

National Register of Citizens throughout the country. The Rule 4(4)

of the Citizenship Rules, 2003 is very much important to the said

Petition, which reads as follows:-

“4. Preparation of the National Register of Indian Citizens. –

(1) xx xxx xx.

(2) xx xxx xx.

(3) xx xxx xx.

(4). During the verification process, particulars of such individuals,

whose Citizenship is doubtful, shall be entered by the Local

Registrar with appropriate remark in the Population Register for

further enquiry and in case of doubtful Citizenship, the individual

or the family shall be informed in a specified proforma immediately

after the verification process is over.
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(5) xx xxx xx.”

The persons excluded from the National Register of Citizens as per

Rule 4 of the Citizenship Rules, 2003, have to finally file an appeal

before the Foreigners Tribunals in order to establish citizenship of

the person with massive power provided to Competent Authority to

even refer the applicant to the Foreigner Tribunals. Only in case the

appeal is allowed, the particulars shall be entered in the National

Register of Indian Citizens; else such person shall be detained in a

Detention Center.

7. In principal consideration of the Assam Accord, dated 15th August,

1985 (hereinafter produced as Annexure-“P4”), the Hon’ble

Supreme Court of India held in Assam Sanmilita Mahasangha &

Ors. V Union of India W.P. (Civil) No. 562 of 2012, issued a series of

orders with a detailed, but strict schedule beginning from February,

2015 till 1st January, 2016 that eventually held approximately 19

million people as ‘illegal migrants’. The NDA coalition government

led by BJP was shell shocked with this news and approached the

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India with a prayer to reopen and re-

verify NRC list which was firmly rejected by the Apex Court.

8. In order to circumvent the rejection of its plea for re-opening and re-

verification of NRC by the Apex Court, the NDA government enacted

Citizenship (Amendment) Act, 2019, the Impugned Act that finally

came into force on 10.01.2020.

9. The Impugned Act, through its amendments of section 2, sub-

section (1), clause (b) and clause (d) of Third Schedule, has violated

the basic structure of our Constitution, beginning with the Secular

character enshrined in the Preamble of our Constitution in addition

to the violation of Article 14 - Equality before law that would render

the Impugned Act as ultra vires of the Constitution of India.
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10. That this matter is of wide public importance and public concern

and is related to the fundamentals of citizenship of crores of Indian

citizens, both minorities and otherwise. Thus it is a Public Interest

Litigation, in the true sense of the word. But at the same time, the

petitioner knows that his voice would not be heard at any other

platform because the persons being affected by this Writ are the real

power holders in the country today and they may not like to yield

power as long as possible. Hence it requires the direct intervention

of the Hon’ble Court itself and in the prevailing circumstances; the

petitioner is left with no other option than to approach the Hon’ble

Court with this Public Interest Litigation (PIL) invoking the Articles

226 & 227 of the Constitution of India.

11. The petitioners have not filed any writ against the Respondents on

the same cause of action before this Hon'ble Court.

GROUNDS

12. On the Question of Constitutional Validity, the Impugned Act

miserably fails. In order to understand the intent of the Parliament

behind the enactment of a Law or an Amendment, the ‘Statement of

Objects and Reasons’ of such a law acts as a main tool to

understand the crux of the law. The 2nd para of the Statement of

Objects and Reasons of the Impugned Act spells out that -“As a

result, many persons belonging to Hindu, Sikh, Buddhist, Jain, Parsi

and Christian communities have faced persecution on grounds of

religion in those countries.” Further 6th para says as follows: -

“6. The Bill further seeks to grant immunity to the migrant of the

aforesaid Hindu, Sikh, Buddhist, Jain, Parsi and Christian

communities so that any proceedings against them regarding in

respect of their status of migration or citizenship does not bar them

from applying for Indian citizenship.”
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It is clear from the above that the main purpose of the Impugned

Act is to set up a framework for the “Persecuted Minorities” of the

three countries of Pakistan, Bangladesh and Afghanistan to secure

Indian citizenship and thus save themselves from the persecution in

these countries.

13. But, the Impugned Act miserably fails to pass the test of “Equality

before Law” enshrined in Article 14, “Protection of life and personal

liberty”, as per Article 21 and “Right to freedom of religion”, as per

Article 25 of our Constitution.

14. The Impugned Act miserably fails to pass the test of “Equality before

Law” enshrined in Article 14 of our Constitution.  for the following

reasons:-

15. The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India has held that Article 14 forbids

class legislation but does not forbid reasonable classification (S

Seshachalam v Chairman, Bar Council of Tamil Nadu, AIR 2015 SC

816). Equality class forbids discrimination but not classification

(State of Bihar v Bihar State Plus-2G Lecturers Association, AIR 2007

SC 1948). Every classification to be legal, valid and permissible,

must fulfil the twin-test namely:-

i. The classification must be founded on an intelligible

differential which must distinguish persons or things

are grouped together from others leaving out or left out;

and

ii. Such a differentia must have rational nexus to the

object sought to be achieved by the statute or

legislation in question (Confederation of Ex-Servicemen

Associations v Union of India, AIR 2006 SC 2945).

16. As per the Statement of Objects and Reasons of the Impugned Act,

the “Persecuted Minorities” form the main classification under
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which the amendment claims to have carried out this amendment of

law. But, the term “Persecuted Minorities” is no where defined in

the Amended Impugned Act which would cause major confusion

during the implementation of this Act. The absence of such a

definition would lead to arbitrary and inconsistent implementation

of the said Act which would defeat the Statement of Objects and

Reasons. As far as General Clauses Act, 1897 is concerned; any

such definition or related one does not exist.

17. Further, the “Persecuted Minorities” is sub-classified into two sub-

classes, one based on Country and the other based on Religion.

Classification of Persecuted Minorities

18. The reason for including the three countries, i.e. Afghanistan,

Pakistan and Bangladesh is absolutely inconsistent as per the

objects and reasons provided in the Act as Pakistan and Bangladesh

are clubbed as countries that were partitioned from India during the

independence of India, i.e. August 1947 and hence, the citizens of

Pakistan and Bangladesh originally belonged to the United India.

Inclusion of Afghanistan into this list of countries can be declared

as arbitrary and inconsistent as Afghanistan became an

Independent country on 19th August 1919 after winning the Third
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Anglo-Afghan war. Assuming that Afghanistan is included based on

the Historical basis of Akhand Bharat, even then the sub-

classification fails as arbitrary and inconsistent as the Historical

India extended up to Iran in the West; borders of Kazakhstan in the

North; Thailand, Cambodia, Indonesia, Malaysia in the East and

Maldives, Sri Lanka in the South. During the Mauryan Empire,

Chandragupta Maurya fought against Seleucus I and after a peace

agreement, annexed up to Arachosia, a part of eastern Persian

empire. There are similar conquests by various Indian empires at

various periods of History and into different directions of India. So,

the selection of these 3 countries is not based on any specific logic

that can be justified based on the History of India dating back

several centuries, up to Mauryan Empire and beyond its period.

19. With regards to the sub-classification based on ‘Religion’, even if we

consider the fact that Hindus, Sikhs, Jains, Buddhists, Parsis and

Christians are persecuted in Pakistan and Bangladesh, we have to

consider the statements by Amit Shah of BJP and Sukhbir Singh

Badal of Shiromani Akali Dal, an NDA ally in the Lok Sabha debates

about the Impugned Act on 09/12/2019. Sukhbir Singh Badal

stated as follows (hereinafter referred to as Annexure-“P5”): -

“Madam, during partition, few members of the minority communities

still stayed back in Pakistan. If you look at the figures, I have got

from the data, during partition, around 1947, you will see that 75 per

cent of the people of Pakistan belonged to the majority community,

and 25 per cent of them belonged to all other minorities. Today, after

72 years, less than 5 per cent belong to minority communities in

Pakistan. So, where has the large number of people gone? Majority of

them were forced to convert into the majority religion because that

was the only way left for them to live there. I can give you thousands

and thousands of such examples where a person living in Punjab,
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India is a Sikh, and his cousin or his brother living in Pakistan is a

Muslim. One of our MLAs, he is an MLA from our Party, is a Sikh but

his uncle in Pakistan is a Muslim. So, they were all forced to convert.

However, a few people still maintained the identity but they had to

face a lot of hardships.”

20. So, it is clear that a majority of Hindus were converted as Muslims

through forced conversion. By excluding Pakistani Muslims from

the Impugned Act, the Modi government is effectively excluding all

those Pakistani Hindus who are forcibly converted as Muslims and

depriving the “Really Persecuted” non-Muslims of Pakistan from

obtaining relief by becoming an Indian citizen. Hence, this sub-

classification as per Religion may be termed as unsustainable due

to its arbitrary and inconsistent nature.

Classification Based on Religion
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21. The exclusion of countries like Sri Lanka, Nepal, Bhutan and

Myanmar that share international land borders with India apart

from Maldives, a long-time ally and a neighbouring country in

Arabian Sea from which there has been trans-border migration,

both land and sea, smacks of classification full of irregularities,

illegalities which is based on unintelligible differentia that renders

the Impugned Act as Unconstitutional.

22. The exclusion of neighbouring country such as Sri Lanka and its

Tamil population which has a long-standing relationship with the

mainland India for an unknown period of time due to the proven

fact of Ram Sethu - a bridge between India and Sri Lanka that dates

back to the times of Sri Rama; for whom a temple would be built

soon at Ayodhya, Uttar Pradesh, India that is backed up by an

unanimous judgement by the Hon’ble Constitution Bench of

Supreme Court of India based on faith and belief would make a

strong case for including the Sri Lankan Tamils into the category of

“Persecuted Minorities” as most of such Tamils in Sri Lanka belong

to either Hindu or Christians while Buddhism is the majority

religion of Sri Lanka. As per Article 9 of the Constitution of Sri

Lanka, Buddhism is given the foremost place and accordingly it

shall be the duty of the State to protect and foster the Buddha

Sasana i.e. the Law of Buddha. The minority religions of Sri Lanka

are Hinduism, Christianity and Islam. An exclusion of Tamil people

from Sri Lanka who are mostly Hindus is bound to be arbitrary and

inconsistent when viewed from the lens of Article 14

23. The minority religions of Bhutan are Hinduism, Christianity and

Islam while the majority religion is Buddhism. The Respondent No.

1 & 2 did not consider the issues of the Hindus, primarily of Tamil

descent in Sri Lanka and Hindu Madhesis from the Terai region of
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Nepal whose ancestors migrated to Sri Lanka and Nepal respectively

in the 18th century from British India.

24. While the Impugned Act covers Christians of Pakistan, Bangladesh

and Afghanistan, at the same time the issues of Christians of

Bhutan and Sri Lanka is not considered. In the same breathe, the

Impugned Act coves Buddhists from Pakistan, Bangladesh and

Afghanistan, but not the Buddhists from Nepal. The Impugned Act

glosses over the persecuted religious minorities/minority sects such

as Ahmadiyyas, Shias of Pakistan and Hazaras of Afghanistan.

Ahmadiyyas are reportedly subject to persecution in Pakistan and

Bangladesh while Hazaras who hail from the central highland

region of Hazarat in Afghanistan are historically the most restrained

ethnic minority group in Afghanistan. The Hazara community in

Quetta, the provincial capital of Balochistan in Pakistan has

reportedly been the target of persecution and violence for decades. If

the object of the Impugned Act is to protect the ‘minorities who

faced religious prosecution in Afghanistan, Pakistan and

Bangladesh’, then the Ahmadiyyas, Shias and Hazaras are also

entitled to treatment equal to that being now extended to Hindu,

Sikh, Buddhist, Jain, Parsi and Christian communities.

25. The Impugned Act overlooks the issue of Rohingyas in Myanmar

who are subjected to serious case of Genocide that is currently

being tried in the International Court of Justice as Myanmar shares

eastern international borders with India apart from the fact that

Myanmar was part of British India until 1937 when it was organised

as a separate British colony.

26. The Impugned Act is not just discriminatory, but impinges on the

secularism enshrined in the Preamble of our Constitution and the

right to freedom of religion under Article 25 of Constitution of India
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which form the basic structure of the Constitution of India and

cannot be violated as per Constitutional Bench of Hon’ble Supreme

Court of India in Kesavananda Bharti case. The Impugned Act, in so

far as it discriminates persons applying for Indian citizenship on the

basis of religion and effectively bars a person following Islam from

acquiring Indian citizenship either by registration or naturalisation

clearly violates secularism and hence, the basic structure of the

Constitution of India.

27. Amendment of section 2, in sub-section (1), in clause (b) where the

following proviso is inserted reads as follows:-

"Provided that any person belonging to Hindu, Sikh, Buddhist, Jain,

Parsi or Christian community from Afghanistan, Bangladesh or

Pakistan, who entered into India on or before the 31st day of

December, 2014 and who has been exempted by the Central

Government by or under clause (c) of sub-section (2) of section 3 of

the Passport (Entry into India) Act, 1920 or from the application of

the provisions of the Foreigners Act, 1946 or any rule or order made

thereunder, shall not be treated as illegal migrant for the purposes

of this Act".

With the above in perspective, this Amendment talks about “Illegal

Migrants” in India & how they shall be treated, i.e. whether to

classify them as Illegal or Citizen. Hence, “Illegal Migrant” is the

“Opposite of a Legal Citizen”. Hence, it is clear every Muslim who

is an Indian citizen has to first prove that he is an Indian citizen.

So, for some obvious reasons, if he does not prove that he is an

Indian citizen, he will be declared as an illegal migrant & sent to

detention centre which is essentially a jail as a provision not to treat

them as Illegal Migrants is not available to Muslims. But, if a Hindu,

Sikh, Jain, Buddhist, Paris or Christian does not prove he is an
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Indian, still they shall not be treated as Illegal migrants. But, in

case an Indian Muslim unable to prove that he is an Indian, there is

every danger of an Indian Muslim being declared as an Illegal

Migrant & suffer in detention centre, while non-Muslims are not

subject to the same danger. This is the danger of a clear

discrimination based on religion that puts every Indian Muslim

citizen in peril and is grossly violative of the basic structure of

Secularism enshrined in the Preamble of our Constitution.

28. The right to freedom of religion under Article 25 of Constitution of

India is blatantly infringed upon the Indian Muslims due to the

enormous mental pressure exerted by the Impugned Act. The

proposed National Register of Citizens (hereinafter referred to as

“NRC”) and National Population Register (hereinafter referred to

as “NPR”) implemented based on the framework laid down by the

Impugned Act would be the most potent tool for forcing conversion

on the Muslims who are unable to prove their Citizenship because

of which the NRC may be deridingly termed as “New Religious

Conversion” rules. This is a clear and absolute infringement of

Article 25 and Article 21 - Right to Dignified Life.

29. The Impugned Act should not violate the various International

Conventions and Laws and adopt such laws that abide by the

international commitments made by the country. The Impugned Act

violates India’s international obligations under Articles 14 and 15 of

the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and Article 26 of the

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. Article 14 of

the Universal Declaration of Human Rights provides that everyone

has the right to seek and enjoy in other countries asylum from

persecution where Article 15 provides that everyone has the right to

a nationality nor denied the right to change his nationality. Article

26 of the International Covenants on Civil and Political Rights
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provides that all persons are equal before the law, that all persons

are entitled without any discrimination to the equal protection of

the law and that the law shall prohibit any discrimination and

guarantee to all persons equal and effective protection against

discrimination and guarantee to all persons equal and effective

protection against discrimination on any ground such as race,

colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or

social origin, property, birth or other status.

GROUNDS FOR INTERIM PRAYER

It is submitted that, the Impugned Act passed by Respondent No.1

and notified by Respondent No. 2 and meant for implementation by

the Respondent No. 3 and 4 in the State of Karnataka is causing

irreparable loss, injury, mental harassment, religious

discrimination, inequality to the general masses and which will

cause major damage and troubles, the Petitioners submit that he

has a good case on merits and balance of convenience is on the side

of the people on whose behalf this PIL is filed.

PRAYER

WHEREFORE, the Petitioners most respectfully pray that this

Hon'ble Court may be pleased to:

(a) Issue a writ, order or direction to the Respondents

declaring the Citizenship (Amendment) Act, 2019 to be in

violation of Article 14, 21 and 25 of the Constitution of India

as it discriminatory, arbitrary, unreasonable and irrational,

hence, declaring the same as ultra vires of the Constitution of

India;

(b) Issue a writ or direction to the Respondents not to

implement and execute the said Impugned Citizenship

(Amendment) Act, 2019 in the State of Karnataka;

(c) Pass such other orders or directions that this Hon’ble

Court deems fit in the interest of equity and justice and in the

facts and circumstances of the case.
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INTERIM PRAYER

(a) The Petitioners respectfully prays that this Hon’ble Court

may be pleased to grant ex-parte, ad-interim stay
restraining the Respondent Nos. 3 and 4 from implementing

the Impugned Act as they are empowered to implement the

same due to the fact that it is causing irreparable loss, injury,

mental harassment, religious discrimination, inequality and

major damage, till the final disposal of this Writ Petition - PIL;

(b) Or Grant any other relief as this Hon’ble Court deems fit

looking into the facts and circumstances for the welfare of the

people at large, in the interest of Equity and Justice.
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