STOP THE FORCED SEPARATION OF BLACK
FAMILIES

BRING ANWARS CAILDR

AOWIE

ANWAR DITTA DEFENCE COMMITTEE



ANWARS EVIDENCE

Anwar has the birth certificates for each of her three childfe n and

for Jamila's six children.The names , dates , places of birth and
parents' ﬁaméé are af buurse quite dif%érent:

Children of Jamila and.Ghulam Mohammed

Usma Nahid d.0.b, 9~-10~66 in Shahdra . . "

Aftab Alam(nickname Ali ) d.o.b. 2-7-68 in Shahdra

Muzaffar Rahman (Nickname Mazar ) d.o.b. 7-7-70 in Karamabad
Imran (Nickname Mano ) d.o.b. 19-=10-71 in Shahdra

Imrana Nahid d.o.b, 30-10-77 in Shahdra

Ali Numan deo.b, 27-10-79 in Imami Colony .

Children of Anwar Sultana Ditta & Shuja Ud Din

Kamran Shuja d.o.b. 7=11=70 in Jhelum
Imran Shuja d.o.b. 21-6-72 in Jhelum
Saima Shuja d.o.b, 16=7-73 in Lahore

Samera Shuja d.o.be 6=4-T76 in Rochdale, Lancashire

Further mnre,aélshawn in the previous page,she alsoc has a recent photo-
graph of all nine children together.Medical evidence from Rochdale in-
firmary following the birth of her fourth child confirms that she has

had four children.The inland revenue, after making their own enquires,have
accepted that Shuja is entitled to tax allowances with respect to the
children-which has now been denied under possible pressure from the
home office.These enquiries involve thorough checking of children's

birth certificates ° in the country of issue.Reference to the children

1s made in Shuja and Anwar's mortgage application and in correspondence
with the DHSS.Anwar has countless letters »photographs and even tape

recordings of messages from her children.



Inland Revenue

HM Inspector of Taxes Rochdale 1

Newgate House Rochdale OL16 1XB
Telephone Rochdale 47311 ext

District Inspector N-G-Gomber R Gordon

Manchester Law Cenltre
505 Stockporl Road
LONGSIGHE

Manchesler

Mi2:

Your reference
My reference ((()2/ 0 2/ 01

Oatey Japunry 1900

wwmm Madam

MR m_.::,; ud DIN

Further to your letter of %.1.00.
Following investigalions, we have accopled
Mr Din's claim to child allowance in vespecl.

of Kamran Shuja, Imran Shuja snd Saima Shuja.

Yours faithfully

Mrs J A Turner

Rochdale Area Health Authority

Chatrman. LR Coppiny

THE INFIRMARY, WHITEHALL STREET,
REHCHDALE €112 ONR .
Telepirome: Rowlidale (0706) 40952

Your Ref : Our Ref FPleose ask for :
GFWH/PO. 9th January, 1980
102535.

Pear Mr. Cohen,

Anwar -Ditta, 18 Tweedale Street, Rochdale,

Thank you.for your enquiry about the above named patiss
1 apologise for the delay in renlying, but I felt that before
dving so 1 should have the advice of the Medical Legal
Department at the HNorth Yestern Regional lealth Authority.
This I have now obtained. .

.

I enclose a copy of my letter to her general opractitionar

in February. 1977. In thia I have stated that

m:mﬁmvmﬁm;.a:worsmm:uwwmnmwmwmmwmawozwvﬂmmnmno»mm
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Yours sincerely,
— Jn
g o R

G.F.¥W, HOSSACK. F.R.C.0.G.
Consultant Gynaecologist.

ir. 3. Cohen,

The Manchester Law Centre,
595 Stockport Road,
Longsight,

ltanchester M 12,



The Adjudicators Ground for refusal

(Extracts from determination delivered at hearing 30-7-80 )
Appellantseicsissvessssasiciisinesss Kamran Shuja
Imran Shuja

Saima Shuja

Determination and reasaons

"This is the appeal of Kamran Shuja, Imran Shuja and Saima Shuja,stated
to be aged 9,7,and 6 respectively,of Pakistan against the refusal to
grant them entry clearance to join for settlement the joint sponsors
Shuja Ud Din and Anwar Sultana Ditta of Rochdale as their stated par-
parents...In their evidence the sponsors did not dispute...At the time
of marriage she was 14% and because this was below the legal age of
marriage ,her age was falsely given as 22 (actually 20,shows what atten-
tion the adjudicator paid to evidence submitted-ADDC) ...three children
was born to them in Pakistan .The hﬁsband dissatisfied with the amount
he could earn in Pakistan,left to seek work in Denmark but was unable

.Germany and France.He travelled tec the United Kingdem as a transit
passenger,overstayed and eventually was given leave to remain per-
manently .His wife wished to return to the United Kingdem which she
considered to be her home having been born here...On arrival in the
United Kingdom she and her husband were told that the Pakistan marri-
age was not recognised in the United Kingdom se they married again
in the local register office ... They said that they told the reglstrar
that they were a batchelor and spinster and made no mention of tha
Pakistan marriage because they had been told it would not be recagn;sed;
in the United Kingdom...The sponsor's sister ,in her evidence ,tnld
basically of the same séquenca of events.The impression given by her
was adversely affected by her scarcely concealed hostility to not
only the pr oceedings in general,but also to the sponsor's representa-
tive...The object and purpose of orral hearing is to enable the ad-
judicator to have the benefit of hearing evidence given perscnally
and from his impression of the witnesses and their demeanour to
judge credibility...I have in particulsr ,to consider the credibility
of the sponsor,her husband and her sister...l could not accept that
Anwar Ditta...simple village woman ...Although they
left the United Kingdom in mid-childhood after being born here and may
in consequence,be lacking in education ythey had an excellent command
of English and were far more westernised and sophisticated in their

demeanour than the average member of the immigrant community...



inland Revenue

HM inspector of Taxes Rochdale 1

Newgate House Rochdale OL16 1XB
Telephone Rochdals 47311 ext

District Inspector N-G-Gomber R Gordon

Manchesler Law Cenlre
595 Stockportl Road
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Your reference

Data} Janunry 1900

Ummm Madam

MR SHUJA ud DIN

Furlher to your letter of 3.1.80.

Following investigalions, we have accopled
Mr Din's claim to child allowance in respecl
of Ksmran 8huja, Imran Shujs end Saima Shuoja.

ﬁocﬂw faithfully

...ﬁ-\
- /!
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Mrs J A Turner

Rochdale Area Health Authority <.
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{ Trairmai. LB Coppring

THE INFIRMARY, WHITEHALL STRELT,
ROCHDALY (.02 0N ;

Felep e Roweldsie {17048} 40982
Yourr Ret Chir Ref Fleose ask for
GFWH/PO. 9th January, 1980
102635, ;

Dear dr. Cohen,

b:zm&”uwwnm. 18 Tweednle Street, Rochdale,

Thank you for your enquiry about the above named paties
I apologise for the delay in revlying, but I felt that before
dvinz so 1 should have the advice of the Medical lLegal
Department at the Worth Yestern Regional Health Authority.
This I have now obtained. F .

I enclose a copy of my letter to -her general vpractitioner

in February. 1977. 1In this I have stated that
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Yours sincerely,

- 4‘
» g

G.F.¥., HOSSACK. F.R.C.0.G.
Consultant Gynaecologist.

Mr. 3. Cohen,

The Manchester Law Centre,
595 Stockport Road,
Longsight,

Hanchester M 12.



Iv hes long boon eccenied ond wightly co that if @ porson has lisd once it
doss not maan that thesy will never tell the fruth ,end persons should not
bs penalised for & prsvieus lis by hesing provented from having their family
reunitad...The PARENTS of ths appellenio have on theiyr own admissien an

asveral gooasnicne lisd to,er doeaived , psreons in official pesitions

bath in tho Unitcod Kingdoun and Pakislen.how cun thay therafore sxpsct me

v be thadly ercoibhility ?...In consequence of their own

ta giva any wai

ednittsd lioe end dacaptiens...I am unable 4o sceapt the crodihility ef
the prascizel witnageos.f  lovgs quantily of decumentary svidance was pro-
ducad.. . Thovs wors the uzusl Local birth and marsisge certificstes.l saw no

Family lettocs.Son of the rownitierss rewsipts wers dated prier to the
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But wors Yoo Tow in pucber...ln theese circumstancesz I cannot find that the
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tha easpeal and bo fed tho Isgol right to be in Britain).

Tho only jusus pnlevens %0 Lhe crtes is whaihar the thres children{the
gppelentslorn Anwars ond $hol cehould nel ha detemmined by the adjudicators

evbhjoctive visw zhaout the of the principsl witnessas,or his

epinign ebout {ho rochiasticstion of the sversge mombsr of the immigrent
carmunity. IV the sbjest and purrpecss of a hoering is te judge credibility
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a sorry condemnation of the wholas farce.lt ia an indelible etigma of dishoneur
to society ae & whole if a persons life can be wrecked by en individusls subjec-
tive view or another psrsons credibility.Even if the objmct of an hearing is
limited to the adjudicators view of the credibiiity of ths witnesses,thsn he
has tailsd missrably in discharging that obligation ehjectively.
1.The adjudicater failed to give preopsr consideration to Anwars
marrisgs to Shuja Ud Din in Pakistan and the consequent co-
habitaion,and concentrated on the fact that Anwars age wasa given
incerrectly.A girl in Pakistan can validly marry below the aga
of 16,if she has attained pubsrty,though the psrson officiating and
the groom if he was over 18 would bs liabls for punishment under the
child marrisge restraint act,This particular act is not in strict
accerdance with the lslamic Shariya, the clergy naver acceptad it
fully and people de¢ not fael any moral obligstion to sbide by the
child marrisge restraint act bscsuse a girl marrying below the ags
of 16 does not bresk any known athical code.This particulsr act do
nat even resirict the evil of forced child marriags bacause even
undar this act tha guaydian of & mingr can give a girl or a boy
in marriags-the only safeguard it prevides is that such & marriage
can be repudiated if the girl sc desires after attaining maturity.
Anwar did not have an errenged merriage and she was 144 years of
age when she got married.Why is it aso difficult to understand the
reagons for giving her age ,not by Anwar herself,ss 20 when she was
anly 14% 7If the adjudicator would concentrate on the fact that Anwar
wag married to Shuia in Pakistén he would havs found it essiesr to

accept the three children as Anwar's.

2.The adjudicator completsly failed to recogniass the fact that duse
ta the fresquesnt changes in the law it is parfsctly understandable
that Anwar believsd that her muslim marriage in Pakisian would
not be accepted hers and decided to go through the formality of
8 marriage in a registry office.What relation doms Anwer's command

of English or sophiatication has with the complications of law 7



3.1t im of ne relsveice to ths case that Shujs was originally given a
transit visas end he over-astaysd. His stay had been regularised and
the haaring wae not ebout Shuja’s immigration atatus.The fact that
he is freely admitting that he overstayed shouid bes considsrad in

his faveur and not held against him.

4.The adjudicator dismissed tha large quantity of documentary evidencs

as 'ther were the usual local birth and marriage certificates.’
S.Remmittance yeczipts were dismissed as toos few,
6.No weight was given to medical svidence submitted.
7.The svidence of Anwar's gister,an eye witnesé,was not given proper

consideration bscasuss she was v8ccording to the adjudicator, hostile

to the whole procesdings.
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Plea over entry ban on
children from Pakistan
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i oprison, if the Home Office them the birth certificates o
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nome office’s bizarre and ‘-0""‘_"!"““-" speculabion  mayw, Siatesman S May 1980 sister 1o Pakistan, where she Ditta’s case o .
sbiout who is the real mother. Civil servanty suggest tived until 1875, _ . The Home {)ti:ue ﬂlg.
that the children's father hos morried 1wice, cach  She married in 1968, having  could mot discuss ihe dﬂi};l"‘; :
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SPr th._fa.-tazi!cr.s‘sexm, . — i opirl, Saima, in 1973, grear deal of invespigation o
mm-::r Dhtia was nine and ;\;1:1;: " RL.;.!.d.z_n_.:n_ I Her hushand, aged 34, a the civcimistances Y. et
when her parents divorved. She was sent to hve { welder, came to Britsin in because of doubts aver il
ith her grandfather in Pakistan. There she maried 1 1974, She dollowed him ihie narore of rhe reladonship b
thher g ! i ) _ :
Shuiz ud Din and bore three children — Kamran, next year and has since heen tween  Mrs Ditta and t
aow 1 fnean, 8. and Saima, 7. in 1975 she trying, she swvs, to bring her children, and  those  wo

Brouptt her hushand to Rochdale, her home town,
and for a few months, white they searched for work
and a }mmc. the chifdren staved behind with Shwa's
wother in Pakistan, Shuja sean found work as a
welder and they began buying @ house {the miarigage
spoticaiion records the thyee children as depen-
s

v7hen the parents sent for the children they faced
1 Home Office refusal (o allow them indo the contry.
The Mome Office case, resisting the appzal, now
s that “Mo evidence of Amwar Sultana Ditta
istan had been produced,”
be (wo Anwar

COTH
ewer having been in P
el speculates thar Uthere might

Subtana Digas e one who married Shuja ud Din in
Pakistan and the other whom Shuw ud Din married
i the Lintted Kigdom in 1975 However far
fetched the Home Office case the enus of proof rests
with Anwar Ding -~ she has 10 disprove the ailega-
tions and prove shie s the children's mother. The
evidence against the Home Office arguments is over-
whelnnng. Anwar Dita's Pakistam idesmy card
carried her thumbprint. A string of witnesses testify
1o her living i Pakistan. She can produce islamic
and Britsh marriage centificates and a colleciion of
family photagraphs showing her with the children i
Pakistan. Birth certificates are noi directly helpfw!
becuase of the Pakistani praciice of recording on
them only the father’s name {2t show Shuja ud Din
ay fnher). The UK fnland Revenue, however, afier
its own searching inguiries recognised the couple as
ihe children's parents.

children o join them.

“ quite considerabie ™

Anwar  Data’s Rochdale  gvnaccologist w
delivered her last child Samera, in 1976, isol the o
e i wass her fourth child. In answer (o the He
tiee’s aliegation that the children could belong
her sister-in-law, Anwar Ditta obtained fr:
Pakistan buth certificates and photographs for
sivoof her sister-in-faw's children. Her offer
undergo any medical and blood tests has been igno
by the Home Office. Part of the Home Oilice ¢
rests on @ report by an mamigration official
Pakistan, which has since been mislald, mmigray
officers have also introduced ihe quite irrefevant |
that Shuja ud Din was offered {and refused)
chance of liegal entry into Britain.



Socialist Challe

£

ist British State Denies
ne Most Basic Rights of
MNational Minority Peopie

5 i
& Wl td = L Tt & R

éﬂwztr Ditta
Bring my children
home!’

‘YOU have the power to bring my children home.

. Come out and demonstrate,” That's the messe ge
of Anwar Ditta, who Tor the past four and a half
years has been strudggling to be reunited with hes
thrae young children.
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Give me
back my
family

BIRMINGHAM-born Me Anwar
Bitta pivketed the Home Office
yesterday over s decision 1o
svparate ber from her children
by refusing them feave 10 cnger
Britain,

Ms, Dieea, brougit up in
Rochdale, has three children,
Karen (9), tmran (0 and Saima
(&), born in Pakistan where she
itved for several vears,

She and ber hushand tefr the
chiidren with their grandparenis
when the two returned to
Briwain to ook for jobs, and now
immigration officials have

banned them from bringing the
ciiidren over o foin them,

According 1o the Home Office
“the couple has not established
f5eY were the parenis of the
thvee children.”

But Ms. Ditts has hirth
certificates, angd medical records,
to show conclusively they are
hers,

FIGHT THE RACIST ‘
IFMIGR ATION L AWS !
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ANWAR DITTA

Born in Birmingham 28th November 1953.
Brought up im Rochdale. 4

Parents seperated im 1962 and custody

given to father who sent Anwar and
her sister to Pakistan to be looked
after by grandparents.

Married Shuja UQ Dim in Pakistan 1968.

CASE HISTORY

Shuja Ud Dim came to England im 1974
Amvay Ditta came to Englamd in 1975
Applied for childrem om 9th Sept 1976
when they could afford a house,
Family interviewed on 2lst Feb. 1978
Refused emtry 18th May 1979

Appealed against decision 8th June 1979

Appeal heard on 28th April and 16th
May 1980 in Manchester.

Appeal refused @m July 30th 1980.

16th September 1980 leave to appeal
against adjudicators decision refuseds.
30th September 19380 Home Office
declare case of Anwar Ditta completely
claosedl

EVIDENCE SUBMITTED BY ANWAR TO APPEAL

o

WAR'S CHILDREN

Kamran: bora 7th November 1970 Pakista:r

Imran: born 21st June 1972  Pakistar
Saima: born 16th July 1973 Pakistam
Samera: borm 6th Aprilc1976 . Britaim

THE CAMPATGI

Publié neeting in Rochdale sets up defence

committee in November 1979.

Mnyar speaks a2t London Campaign Againmst
Racist Laws rally of 20,000 November 1979.
3,000 signature petltlon.handed to Tlmothy
Ralson, minister responsible for ~ 7 _
imaigration at Manchester Towm Hall,
Denonstration im Roehdale over 300 peopls
on lst March 1980.

" Demonstration in Manchester over 500

people on 26th April 1980.

Silent pickets outside appeal hearin:

and appeal room packed with supportei

on both occassions.

Emergency meetinz in Rochdale with larg -
attendance from lcocal Asian commmity
10th August 1980.
Demongtration in Rochdale over 300 peor
6th September 1980.

23rd September 1980 Picket of Home Office
in Londome.

Birth certificates of the three children and marriage certificates

Family photographs showing Anwar, Shuja amd their children

Statements from witnesses to the births in Pakistam

Tax forms showing allowances for four children

Mortgage application mentioning four children

Remitiamce receipts for momey sent to Pakistem, some dated prior to the applicatiom.



Appeal for Funds

We need an estimated £10,000 to
Cover extensive legal expenses
Send a solicitor to Pakistan and a respected in-
dividual to collect irrefutable medical evidence
to prove that the children are Anwars.
Keep up the campaign.

You can contribute to the Anwar Ditta Defence Committee

oxr

Anwar Ditta Legal fund

All correspondence to Anwar Ditta Defence Committes
c/o 127 Crawford S5t.

Rochdale telephone 39832

What vou can do

Set up & support committee in your area and get it affliated

with the defence committee.

Organise a meeting for Anwar to Speak

Set up a financial target you intend to raise every month

Pass a resolution of support through your trade union/student union
Maintain regular contact with the defence committee

Write to the Home office,your MP and the press protesting against

the forced separation of Anwar's family.



ADJUDICATOR'S GROUND FOR REFUSAL (Extracts)

n Although in ny view the Entry Clearance Officer was justified on the basis of
the evidence before him in refusing the application, the oral testimony could

be sufficient to tip the balance in the appelants (inwar's three children) favour.
The cbject and purpose...is tg enable the adjudicator...from his impression of

the witnesses...to judge their credibilty. .. I could mot accept that Anwer Ditta
and Hamida Rafique were simple Asian village womenae, « Although they left the UK
in mid-childhood...he lacking in cducation, they had an excellent command of
English and were far more westernised and spphisticated in their cemeamor than
the average nember of the immigrant community...I camnot exclude frpm any
consideration the credibilty of members of the family... It has long been
aceepted that if a person has lied once it does not mean that they will never
tell the truth and persons should not be penalised for a previous lie by being
prevented from having their family reunited....The PARENTS of the appelamts

(Anwar and Shuja) have on their own admission on soveral occassions lied to,

or deccived, persons in official positions both in the UK and Pakistan....Im
these circumgtances I cannot find that the appelants have on the balance of
probabilities discharged the burden of proof on thew and dismiss the appeal.”

COMMENTS

The so ealled lics and deceipts the adjudicator refers 1o are:

(1) Apwar was married in Pakistan to Shuja Ud Din at the age of 145 and the
Maulvi (head villager) put her age as 22 because 145 is below the legal age

of marriage in Pakistan. ( A girl in Pakistan can walidly marry below the age
of 16, if shc has attained puberty, thouch the person officiating and the groom
would be liable for punishment under the child marriage restraint act. This

act conteins many anomolies, has never been fully accepted by the clergy and has ¢ ugs

hag caused tremendous confusion even among the Pakistan legal profession.)

(ii) ﬂ?”ar anc. Shuja Ud Din re-married in the local register office Im Rochdele
gherchhey agreed they were batchelor and spinster, while they had already marriec
iiriax%sza?.l ﬂnwaf and Szuga did not wmderstand tho full implications of the

ords patehelor and spinster and at ang » though 2ir Muslim marriage i
e L:_ _”QN,-ﬂ % at a J‘?§te Phuuuft thelrn Huslim marriage in
i & ¢ not Je recognised in the UK - that is why they decided to marry
i a register office in the first place. d

(iii) The gdju@icator actually saug that Anwar is the mother of the three children
?Yen.thougﬂ this is the reason the Home (ffice have given for keeping them out.
(1v) The 'burden of proof! is on Anwar and Shuje not the Home Office.

i

i
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INTRODUCTION s T e e o L L 8 A

For 4% years , Anwar Ditta , a Birmingham born woman', has been
fighting against the rapiSt'immigratiDn Paue o be fegﬁited with

her three Eﬁilﬁfen - Saima , Imréh , and Kamran,%nr.aé yeérs_Anwar

and her husband Shuja , have been denied the basic democratic right

to lead a normal family 1ife with their childrsﬁ.

Rnwaf first apﬁliéd unsuccesgfully.Fnr per&issiqn to 5ring her
children here from Pakistan under a Labour government.Her appeal

was heard on 28th and 16th April and rejected on Juiy'3hthl1950

unﬁér the fcry gcuernhént. On 1§£h September 1980, her leave;tc

appeal was refused and on 30:th September the Home office declared

the case of Anwar Ditfa'ﬁlﬁsed.cyril; Smith,Anwgrs MP,reFusgd to

make any further represen£aticn on her behalfl.It is worth.mentianing}
that the Liberals have a policy-to oppose all immigration controls

in reality'fheir leﬁding merber of pailiaﬁent'has refused £0 up-
hold gqeﬁ_the mcst.basic human right.THe mnly.gay\ﬁnwar will ever

be reunited with her family is if we can huild a genuinely anti-
racist movement.YOU Have:the pc@er to bring Anwar's children home.
Since the campaign started,Anwar has got tHe support of a number of
organisations and individuals,including MPs and trade union branches.
We must keep the pressure on.5upport Anwar and help'build the broadest
possible un;éaﬁ frcnt_to.uphold th; most fundamental and basic hgman
right black people are denied today-the right to bring dependants

without racist harrassment and annoying delayé.



The Case of Anwar Ditta in Her Own Words

I was born in 28-11-53 in Birmingham.l was brought up in Rochdaié.My
parents were separated in 1962 and custody was given to my father.He
sent my sister and me to Pakistan. : ;

I was married in 1968. I had my first child on 7 11-70, the
second was born 21-6-72. The glrl was born on 16-7-73.1 came to England
in 1975 and Samera, my fourth child, was born on 6—&-76.1 applied
for my children: to come here in 1576,and as evidence gave them birth
certificates, photographs of the children-some with me in them- and
the children's medical cards.And after all these the Home—office still
refused to believe me.Why? ; fu b =43

I am willing to give a medical test.l am willing to give a .’
skin test.I am willing to go onto a lie detector to prove that they are
my children.f'm not telling them any lies,why shnuld.i tell them lies?
Why should I claim other peoples children?I hate to use the word claim,
but this is the woard Heme office use.l applied for my children.

PEDplE think why did I leave the chlldren ? This is not a
crime.l didn't know English Law I didn't knnw that I could bring my
children straight away and the home office would have provided them
with accomodation -, money and everything.If I had known that I wouldn't
have been going through all this trouble now.I thought that if I go
to England and get a JDb and buy a house and we have got settled then
['11 call the children.I didn't want my children to suffer.l didn't -
want my children to go to jail.Scme people tell lies and bring other
peoples children under other names but I am doing it the legal way
because they are my children. .

( The home office ) can say anything.They are saying in the
statement that details of the young children in the family are
similiar~their ages ,even their names.But why should I call my sister-
in-laws children ? Why should I want to lnak.after anyone else's
children? Why should we suffer the way we are suffering ? We've got
no social life except the worrying and suffering and struggling and
thinking how we are going to pay the bil;s‘We never thought of going
out.We never even have a décént day.We are never happy, sometimes
we never even have smiles on our faces for days and weeks.Why? Because
they are our children.There's nobody in the world who can prove they're

not our children.



It is  juct she home office who ave saying th-t-and without
invostigating .When a person commits a crime ,for example
murder, they only_need one or two witnesses to convict him,
I have got more than ten or twenty witnesses who can prove
they are my children,but the home office doesn't bother to
ask them.There's my sister who lives in Nelsonwho was present
at the birth of my children-but nobody bothered to ask her,The
home office can investigate in Canada,Denmark,and in London,
Stoke-on-Trent,Nelson , Manchester,Bradford and Rochdale,They
can investigate in Pakistan and Kuwait.They can ask about the
photographs, they cah.aék'people who know us.It is really ridic-
ulous,They could investigate.Why don't they investigate?Because
they don't care for Black people.It is really unfair,They have
no feeling for humanbeings.
Why should we pay a bill of £383% for phone calls for other
peoples children.That money was out of my husband's pocket.

He works seven days a week.ﬁe has to.send money home-
Thats £50 or £60 a month,he's got to pay a mortgage of £50
a month ,and we have got to run ourselves.The adjudicator
said the remmittance receipts were too few.What is the price
of mother's feelings to him ? We send what we can afford.
It's six months since we bought any clothes,When ever we go
down town we have never gone together,we just do ordinary
shopping and come back home-we know that we can 't afford
anything else.Why are our children going to a private school
in Pakistan.Because they are our children,and we don't want them
to get into problems with English when they come here.I know how
children are treated when they come here-~they get called blacks
and all that Wby do they do all these things.It's the government
who begin all these things by saying the blacks are taking all the
jobs and the blacks are taking all the houses.The blacks work for
it,they work very hard.They save money and buy things,they buy .
their house,they sénd”money for their.children.They want their fami-
lies here.I was accusing the Labour government because the laws
are very strict,but just think the conservatives don't like black
people.If the Labour government was destroying people's lives and
destroying my family,how can the conservatives be of any help to
me?
Why am I going to these meetings,Why am I getting people to help
me 7 Becaguse they are my children.Do you think it is easy to cam-
paign? It's really ridiculous ,making black people suffer and
destroying their families.What kind of law is this ?God knows what

hell we are going through.But we are not dealing with humanbeings.



WHAT _THE HOME_OFFICE SAYS:

The home office has refussd tha children's applications on the grounds that

the secretary of state “was not satisfisd that Kamran , Imran and Saime wers
related to Anwar Sultens Ditta and Shuja Ud Din as claimed®.

It is not clssr what the Home office thinks really did happen,and,in any case
the Home office dossnot have to offer a consistent story to support the re-
fusal.The onus of proof ias entirely on Anwar and har family.

Two suggmastiones are made indirectly in the Home office statement ag to what
their officials appear to have belisved sbout the cage.Anwar has a great deal

af evidence to show that this suggestions are false:

I Anwar Sultana Ditta never went to Pakistan

Firat of all the entry clearance officer says:
——— e g

"I pointed out thet no clear evidence of Anwar
Sultana Ditta ever having been in Pakistan had
been produccd”

Lats: on in the statament ho aays

rﬂﬁﬁhwﬂtfhﬂAh_ﬂ_*/fhamh%’\vh_*“J,mhth,wf\u_/“~MI~H_J”’“‘”P“;

] i
I "It appesred thet *here might be two Anwar |
i Sultana Dittas, i.e. one who married Shuja .
; Ud Din in Pakistan in 1948 and the other i
| whom Shuja Ud Din mavrried in the United !
| Kingdom in 1975" }
r
|

No positive supporting arguement is effered for this sxtra-ordinary suggestion




Arwiar ‘s three children

tegraphs=d together



Anwar's Evidence

Anwar has the photographs of herse}f in Pékistan with her children,and
with relatives who have never been in this Country.witnesseé-inélude
Hameeda her sister,who was present at the birth Df.hEI first child,
Kamran.She has an identity card issuéd-in Pakistanthinﬁa;gé%QiL
thumb print.Her medical record ihfthis¥CEgdf¥§:'éthS_tha%_5hE éUffE?éd
ffom:gséﬁ;a.as‘a child and'fequi;ed.frequéa£.ﬁeaicaliatténtidn,huf'-E”;
there was a gap of thirééég:yéé;sfbaféreIghé,@aregiéféreafwith'a;iff.
Doctor in this country.Her fathef_aéﬁiaféé}%n affi&%ggé;that he éenti

Anwar to Pakistan. at the age of 9 with her sister Hameeda.

Anwar Sultana Ditta did not have three children in Pakistan

" There is a similiarity in ages and even names

betweer the children of Jamila and the three applicant$"

The immigration officer here implies that the applicants are the

children of Anwar's sister—in-law.



