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 Dedicated to all seekers of peace and justice 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
‘Don’t make me keep questioning the other... who is s/he, who is s/he. 

          May I always feel s/he is our own, s/he is our own 
          Koodalasangama deva, make me feel that I am a child of your house.’ 

  
                                               Basavanna 
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Chapter 1: Introduction  

 
On August 11, 2020, P. Naveen Kumar, a resident of Kaval Byrasandra in north east Bengaluru posted a 

controversial image about Prophet Mohammad on Facebook. His post setin motion a chain of events 

resulting in violence at Kadugondanahalli (K.G. Halli) and Devarajeevanahalli (D.J. Halli) police stations (PS) 

and in other places including Kaval Byrasandra. 

 
This was followed by police firing which resulted in three deaths and left several people injured. One more 

person arrested succumbed to his injuries after being remanded to judicial custody. Following this, there was 

heavy deployment of police and Rapid Action Force (RAF) in the area. Prohibitory orders under Section 144 

were issued from the night of August 11, 2020 extended for several days thereafter. 

 

In the aftermath, there have been reports of widespread targeting of innocent persons and arbitrary arrests, 

especially of dozens of young men from the area. Normal life had come to standstill. 

 

Various narratives were being spun, and every effort was being made to politicise the issue. There have been 

three fact finding teams announced, one each by the Congress and BJP and a third by a group call “Citizens 

for Democracy”. Teams of elected representatives of the Congress and the BJP have visited the area but there 

was no report released. Citizens for Democracy, some of whose members identify themselves as being 

members of the RSS, submitted it report on September 4 pursuant to which the Tourism Minister publicly 

declared that the Citizens for Democracy fact-finding committee was appointed by the State Government. A 

close reading of this report exposes its lack of objectivity, and reveals the report as another attempt to give 

credence to the conspiracy theory spun by the state government and the media, that the violence was 

communal and pre-planned. A summary critique of the said report is annexed as Annexure 8. It may be recalled 

that in the case of the Delhi pogrom in February 2020, a similar BJP sponsored fact finding report became the 

basis for the arrests of activists and individuals involved in the anti-CAA protests, instead of taking action 

against BJP leader Kapil Mishra who provoked and conspired, and other members of the BJP/RSS involved 

in the targeted killing of Muslims and destruction of their properties. 

 

This report is the only one announced by civil society organisations to present what we believe will capture not 

only the facts on the ground, gathered from common people and authorities but also the broader context within 

which this violence occurred.    

 

Why a Fact Finding from within Civil Society 

 

During the course of this fact-finding we encountered several queries, and in some instances, a certain 

dismissive approach to our efforts, contemptuous of the possibility of ordinary citizens and civil society asking 

questions. This was not in our interactions with the common people, but more so with authorities in positions 

of power. We were asked point blank by the Police Commissioner as to who authorized our fact-finding team, 

and under what authority we were doing it in a conversation that veered to a rather cordial exchange on the 

history of human right fact findings. 

 

Fact findings, as a method of protecting human rights and civil liberties in our country, found its roots in 

Mahatma Gandhi’s authorship of the Report1 on the Jallianwala Bagh massacre. Set in the context of British 

colonialism, the Rowlatt Bill and the fight for freedom, Churchill contended that Jallianwala Bagh stood in 

‘sinister and singular isolation’. The excesses of this ‘crime against humanity’ was followed by a period of 

                                         
1 “Report of the Commissioners appointed by the Punjab Sub-committee of the Indian National Congress”, dated March 25, 1920, 

https://gandhiserve.org/cwmg/VOL020.PDF   

https://gandhiserve.org/cwmg/VOL020.PDF
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martial law, during which Indians were again subject to a series of humiliations in punishment for the killing of 

Englishmen. It was Gandhi’s fact finding report that exposed the massacre as a logical end of British policy in 

the Punjab and that Indian life was perceived by the British government to be 'very cheap'. The Report, invoking 

the chain of command doctrine, pins responsibility on General Dyer for his decision to pull the trigger, and on 

Sir Michael Dwyer, the Lieutenant Governor of Punjab, whose policies did so much to provoke the people of 

the Punjab and who approved the actions of General Dwyer. This Report is the forgotten ancestor of human 

rights reporting in India, where Gandhi presented the people’s side of events through his fact finding, contrary 

to the official police versions and enquiry commission reports. 

 

This tradition was revived during the Emergency by leading human rights and civil liberties organisations in 

the country including the People’s Union for Civil Liberties (PUCL), People’s Union for Democratic Rights 

(PUDR), among others and is a much valued facet of our democracy. The fact findings posit a relationship of 

accountability between the state and the citizen; the state and society; and the citizen and civil society. Fact 

finding efforts by civil society groups are substantial accounts of the present, going beyond newspaper 

accounts which often sensational or salacious or, today, uncritical of the ruling dispensation. At any given 

juncture, an honest unbiased fact finding report provides us with a reliable record of contemporary history more 

than other passing accounts. 

 

Following in this tradition we, civil society organisations and concerned individuals, came together for this fact 

finding as we were concerned about the events that transpired on August 11, 2020 and the peddling of far-

fetched conspiracy theories by the media and the state apparatus seemingly intent on perpetuating strife, 

polarisation and the demonisation of the Muslim community. Our concern was to unearth the truth in an 

unbiased manner and contextualise both the provocation and the violence within a constitutional and 

democratic framework. We are aware that fact finding in such conflict situations is a critical exercise that 

requires extraordinary care and sensitivity. While holding law breakers accountable it also needs to be directed 

towards restoration of social justice and peace while extending relief and comfort to those affected by the 

violence.   

 

It is in this context that several civil society organisations came together on August 17 and resolved to 

undertake a fact finding exercise with the aim of highlighting the voice of the people. These organisations 

include the People’s Union for Civil Liberties – Karnataka (PUCL-K), People’s Democratic Forum (PDF, All 

India People’s Forum (AIPF), Dalitha Sangharsha Samiti (Bheemavada), Dalitha Sangharsha Samiti 

(Samyojakha), Karnataka Jan Shakti (KJS), Association for Protection of Civil Rights, Karnataka (APCR-K), 

Swaraj Abhiyan, Stree Jagruthi Samithi, Gamana Mahila Samuha, All India Progressive Women’s Association 

(AIPWA), Forward Trust, All India Lawyers Association for Justice (AILAJ), Environment Support Group (ESG), 

and several concerned citizens. 

 

The major objectives of the Fact Finding were: 

 

1. To document the factors that seeded the violence, including the events leading up to the outbreak of 

violence. 

2. To listen to the voices of vulnerable and impacted communities, and document facts crucial to 

ensuring that the ends of justice are met. 

3. To examine whether key representatives of the State performed their Constitutional obligations to 

maintain peace, harmony and the rule of law, in the run up to the conflict and its aftermath.  

4. To examine the role of the media around the incident. 

5. To establish the nature of human rights violations due to the violence and its aftermath. 

6. To examine the role of elected representatives across ideological and party affiliations in maintaining 

peace.  
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7. To examine whether there was any active engagement by religious, inter-religious and political 

leaders, with the disturbed mob, in an effort to diffuse the situation. 

8. To examine if there were any efforts to help defuse the tense situation by propagating ideas of 

registering protest in democratic and lawful manner against hurt caused to personal and community 

feelings, and of expressing discontents in constructive ways. 

9. To build conversations around the need to refrain from religious fundamentalism and instead explore 

ways of registering non-violent protest and expressing discontent in constructive ways. 

10. To help strengthen local peace building efforts to counter communalisation and destruction of 

democracy. 

 

The detailed Terms of Reference (ToR) are annexed as Annexure 2. 

 

The fact finding was carried out between August 20 and September 1, 2020. The team met families of arrested 

persons and those killed in the firing; local leaders from all political parties, social workers and religious heads 

in these areas; eye-witnesses to the incidents, police officials including the Police Commissioner, ACP and 

DCP North East (DCP[NE]) and Chairperson of the Karnataka State Minorities Commission. The names of 

some of the interviewees have been changed to protect their identity and prevent any possible backlash.   
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Chapter 2: Socio-economic profile of D.J. Halli, K.G. Halli and 

Kaval Byrasandra 

2.1 History and Background 

The present day D.J. Halli area is a large contiguous locality situated between Tannery Road and Sultanpalya. 

Known by this generic name, the area encompasses the areas of D.J. Halli (Ward No. 47) and Muneshwara 

Nagara (Ward No. 48). Map 1 below, shows these two wards comprising D.J. Halli, apart from K.G. Halli and 

Kaval Byrasandra wards superimposed over the Assembly constituency boundaries. 

 

 
 
Map 1: A Map showing Ward Boundaries along with Assembly Constituencies (ACs) 
 
Before Independence, and prior to the amalgamation of Bangalore City and the Cantonment, the D.J. Halli, 

K.G. Halli and Kaval Byrasandra area was located at the northern edge of the Bangalore Cantonment 

(Bangalore Civil and Military Station). D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli appear in the Mysore Census records for the 

first time in the 1921 Census as Khayam Gutta villages i.e. as Inams granted for specific activities with 

permanent (Khayam) assessment tenures (gutta). Under the Land Revenue Code, these guttas were heritable 

and transferable. The 1921 Census records the population of D.J. Halli as 1,028 persons and that of K.G. Halli 

as 1,375 persons. The population of Kaval Byrasandra was estimated at 802 persons and it was largely an 

agricultural revenue village.2 

 

To meet the requirement of skin hides and leather arising out of the Bangalore Civil and Military Station several 

                                         
2 Mysore Census 1921, Part V, Village Population Tables 
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tanneries and curing units came up along what came to be known as the Tannery Road, during the period 

from mid-1910s and 1940s, spread across two world wars. As can be gleaned from official statistics for these 

three villages shown in Table 1 below, by 1951, these villages had ceased to be agricultural tracts, and D.J. 

Halli and K.G. Halli had especially emerged as centres of production as well as ancillary services. 

 

Table 1: Economic Structure of the Villages (1951) (in percentage) 

 

Village Population Agriculture Production Commerce Transport Services  
& Misc. 

Devarajeevanahalli 7996 2.95 36.52 20.10 7.32 33.11 

Kadugondanahlli 4425 2.60 65.92 10.39 1.09 20.00 

Kaval Byrasandra 2067 15.97 16.79 34.59 2.42 30.24 

 

Source: Census 1951 

 

Based on the available oral history sources about the area, the production units were owned by Muslims while 

the workers largely comprised of Tamil Dalits from districts like Madurai and Tirunelveli of the then Madras 

Province who were settled by the British in early twentieth century.3 As Table 2 shows below, the majority 

population in these villages was Tamil-speaking, reflecting in part, the history of migration narrated above. 

 

Table 2: Language Spoken in the Villages (1951) (in percentage)  

 

Village Kannada Telugu Tamil Hindustani4 Others 

Devarajeevanahalli 5.9 6.0 56.2 26.8 5.1 

Kadugondanahlli 1.8 12.2 80.5 5.5 0.0 

Kaval Byrasandra 20.1 8.9 55.6 7.4 8.0 

 

Source: Census 1951 

 

The areas under D.J.Halli and K.G. Halli villages were subsequently brought under two Urban Local Bodies - 

Devarajeevanahalli Town Panchayath and Kadugondanahalli Town Panchayath. Table 3 shows the religion 

and caste-wise demographic of the area as recorded during the 1971 Census operations.5 Even during the 

1971 Census, in terms of economic activity, the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli areas were importing skins and hides 

from abattoirs near the Tannery road areas, manufacturing and exporting the leather. A new addition in terms 

of economic activity was home-based and small-scale incense stick manufacturing units. By 1981, Kaval 

Byrasandra had also become part of the Urban Agglomeration of Bangalore city.6 In 1995, all these areas were 

brought within the boundary of Bengaluru Mahanagara Palike (BMP). 

 

A visit to present day D.J. Halli, K.G. Halli and Kaval Byrasandra area would leave two first impressions: high 

Muslim population and overwhelming poverty. But this wasn’t always the case. The demographic shift in the 

                                         
3 Sudipto Mondal, The Hindu, ‘Looking forward to breaking with their past’, Oct 10, 2012. 
4 Refers to Urdu 
5 Census of India, Mysore, Series 14, District Census Handbook Bangalore, Part X-A,Town and Village Directory 
6 Census of India 1981, Series-9, Karnataka, District Census Handbook - Bangalore District. 
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area can be discerned from a comparison between Table 3 and Table 4(a,b). Dalits, who used to constitute 

anywhere between one-third to one-half of the population in the area, now comprise somewhere between 10-

20% in the area. On the other hand, the proportion of Muslim and Christian communities has increased during 

these years. 

 

Table 3: Religion and Caste-wise distribution of the area (1971) (in percentage) 

 

Ward Christian Hindu Muslim Others SC ST 

D.J. Halli 10.52 46.58 42.83 0.07 34.17 0.00 

K.G. Halli 11.41 78.88 9.47 0.24 54.70 0.00 

Kaval 
Byrasandra 

- - - - 34.84 0.00 

 

Source: Census 1971 

 

The increase in the population of the Muslim community can be attributed to multiple factors: out-migration of 

Dalit workers with the closing down of tanneries and in-migration of leading to the Muslim population feeling 

targeted and seeking to live in an area with a sense of security, leading to ghettoisation. During the 1990-

2010s, several of the tanneries were closed down, and workers, largely Tamil Dalits, working in the leather 

industry moved out of the area, some even migrated back to Tamil Nadu.7 

 

Table 4a: Religion-wise distribution in the area (2014)8 (in percentage) 

 

Ward Christian Hindu Muslim Others 

Devarajeevanahalli 15.17 28.08 53.95 2.80 

Muneshwara Nagar 12.30 20.38 64.50 2.82 

Kadugondanahalli 20.07 32.28 44.36 3.29 

Kaval Bairasandra 23.56 46.58 26.01 3.84 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                         
7 Divya Gandhi and Vikhar Ahmad Sayeed, The Hindu, ‘Leather industry set to take a hiding’, Aug 15, 2010.  
8 Since Census data is available only at the city level, to estimate religion-wise demographic percentages, we used the data compiled 

by Raphael Susewind (Susewind, Raphael. "Muslims in Indian cities: Degrees of segregation and the elusive ghetto." Environment and 

Planning A 49.6 (2017): 1286-1307.) available at: https://github.com/raphael-susewind/india-religion-politics. Susewind has arrived at 

polling booth level religious demographics by classifying names included in electoral rolls using a probabilistic classificat ion algorithm. 

To arrive at Ward-level estimates we overlaid the ward boundaries on the polling booth locations (latitude and longitude) and then 

aggregated the data for all those polling booths which fell within the respective ward boundary. For justification, of why voter-level 

religious demographics can be taken as a proxy for the religious demographics for the entire population (non-voters included), see 

Susewing (2017) above. We acknowledge the assistance of Raphael Susewind and Prof Deepak Malghan in accessing and analysing 

this data. 

https://github.com/raphael-susewind/india-religion-politics
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Table 4b: Caste-wise distribution in the area (2011)  

 

Ward 
Total 
Population 

SC Population 
as %age of Total  

ST Population 
as %age  of Total  

Kadugondanahalli (Ward 30) 45,748 11.83% 3.10% 

Kaval Byrasandra (Ward 32) 39,334 11.75% 1.80% 

Devarajeevanahalli (Ward 47) 42,135 18.14% 0.99% 

Munneshwara Nagara (Ward 48) 35,814 19.87% 1.19% 

 

Source: Census 2011 

 

The chronic neglect by the state gave the area its main characteristic: deprivation. Because of a relative lack 

of affordable housing options in other areas and the closeness to the central areas of the city like Shivajinagar, 

the D.J. Halli area saw migration of largely low-income families. Over a period of time the semi-habitable and 

uninhabitable parts of the area, for example the quarry through which an open drain flows, was occupied by 

poor residents, turning the area into a densely populated zone.  

 

The D.J. Halli area is largely habited by low-income families and has several government declared and 

undeclared slums. About 90% of residents are staying on government unauthorized land without hakku 

patras.9 A recent sample survey covering families in D.J. Halli and Muneshwara Nagar Wards found that 

among those surveyed (N=2143) only 43.2% reported being employed.10 The unemployment rate was higher 

among women (72.6%) in comparison with men (16.2%). The average daily income was found to be INR 

304.2, with a substantial gender wage-gap. The daily average wage earned by women (INR 184 per day) was 

less than half of that received by men (INR 375 per day). The most common occupation among men was 

construction work and those among women was domestic work. Only 33.1% of those employed had a regular 

job (defined as work available for at least three days in a week). 

 

In a public hearing held by civil society groups in D.J. Halli in December 2013, after the death of a six-year old 

girl-child because of malnutrition, residents highlighted the lack of public services like water supply, sanitation 

and health services. The Report11 on the Public Hearing states that there was a lack of basic primary health 

care, unavailability of even basic drugs and lab testing. This included simple wound dressings and 

management of patients with epilepsy, diabetes and hypertension. Even today, for a population of over two 

lakh persons across these four wards, there are just two Urban Primary Health Care Centers - one in D.J. Halli 

for D.J. Halli and Munneshwara Nagara and another in K.G. Halli - and only one Community Health Care 

Center. As per Indian Public Health Standards (2012), the coverage of a PHC should be not more than 30,000 

persons. The sample survey mentioned above found that the prevalence of anaemia among adolescent girls 

(12–19 years) was 71.1%.12 Among children, the prevalence of under nutrition was 41% and of stunting was 

48.5% which indicated chronic nutritional deficiency. The sample survey also found high incidence of diabetes 

and hypertension. 

 

                                         
9 Report of the Public Hearing at D.J. Halli, Bangalore, December 2013, Medico Friends Circle. 

http://www.mfcindia.org/main/bgpapers/bgpapers2014/am/bgpap2014d.pdf  
10 George, Carolin Elizabeth, et al. "Health issues in a Bangalore slum: findings from a household survey using a mobile screening 

toolkit in Devarajeevanahalli." BMC public health 19.1 (2019): 456. 
11Report of the Public Hearing at D.J. Halli, Bangalore, December 2013, Medico Friends Circle. 

http://www.mfcindia.org/main/bgpapers/bgpapers2014/am/bgpap2014d.pdf  
12 Ibid 

http://www.mfcindia.org/main/bgpapers/bgpapers2014/am/bgpap2014d.pdf
http://www.mfcindia.org/main/bgpapers/bgpapers2014/am/bgpap2014d.pdf
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The extent of state neglect in terms of provision of housing and basic amenities can be gleaned from the 

figures shown below. By far, D.J. Halli is the most deprived ward in terms of adequate housing conditions. As 

Fig 1 shows, over half of the houses in the ward have asbestos roofing, followed by Munneswara Nagara 

(33.2%), K.G. Halli (24.9%) and Kaval Byrasadra (16.3%). On an average, across all BBMP wards, the 

percentage of households with asbestos roofing stands at 20.2%. Hence, except for Kaval Byrasandra, the 

housing adequacy in all other wards is worse than Bengaluru city as a whole.  

 

 
 
Fig 1: Ward-wise Percentage of Households by Material of Roofing 

 

Another indicator of inadequate housing conditions is the number of dwellings which have either a single room 

only. The average across all BBMP wards is 38.5% (No Exclusive Room (6.4%) & Single room (32.1%)). 

Figure 2 shows the ward wise distribution. Again, D.J. Halli has the largest percentage of such dwellings 

(48.3%), followed by Munneswara Nagara (40.5%), Kaval Byrasandra (39.8%) and K.G. Halli (37%). 
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Fig 2: Ward-wise Percentage of Households by Number of Rooms 

 

In terms of access to safe drinking water, Figure 3 shows the source of drinking water for the four wards. In 

the core areas of the city, the percentage of households having access to treated tap water is 88.2%.  Again, 

D.J. Halli ward has the least access, with less than 70% households having access to treated tap water source.  

 

 
 

Fig 3: Ward-wise Percentage of Households by Source of Drinking Water 
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In terms of social indicators like Sex Ratio and Literacy (male and female), D.J. Halli and Munneshwara Nagara 

Wards emerge as those having made the least progress.  

 

Table 5: Sex ratio and Literacy rate in Wards adjacent to the area of violence  

 

Ward 

Sex Ratio (female per 
1000 male persons) 

Literacy Rate (%) 

Overall Under 6 yrs Total Male Female 

Kadugondanahalli 
(Ward 30) 

976.58 961.87 75.69 73.22 74.47 

Kaval Byrasandra 
(Ward 32) 

978.87 940.30 84.08 80.58 82.35 

Devarajeevanahalli 
(Ward 47) 

920.82 945.01 69.65 65.75 67.78 

Munneshwara 
Nagara (Ward 48) 

964.03 918.70 71.31 70.27 70.80 

BBMP (All Wards) 922.63 942.26 75.82 78.36 73.02 

 

2.2 Communal Incidents that Affected Parts of D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli  

Bengaluru has witnessed several incidents of violence between various groups, including on linguistic and 

communal lines and these areas too have been affected. For the large part, however, these areas, having 

majority Muslim, Christian and Dalit communities, have a harmonious coexistence. 

 

Box 1: List of Communal Incidents that Affected Parts of D.J. Halli-K.G. Halli 

 

 December 1986: A short story published in the Deccan Herald containing remarks deemed to be 

against the Prophet evoked protests in Bangalore as well as Mysore. At least 16 people were 

killed in police firing. The areas affected in Bangalore, included Shivajinagar, Tannery Road, D.J. 

Halli and K.G. Halli areas. 13 14 

 December 1992: There were protests in these areas post the demolition of Babri Masjid. All 

around Bangalore there 19 deaths, most of them in police firing.15  

 October 1994: These areas witnessed a share of protests and tensions in what is commonly 

called the “Urdu Riots”. A riot broke out due to the introduction of a 10-minute Urdu bulletin on 

state broadcaster Doordarshan in the primetime slot, i.e., immediately after the Kannada language 

newscast from 7.45 to 7.55 PM. The disturbances were quite widespread and shook the whole 

city. An inquiry established that these disturbances were not merely linguistic but had acquired 

communal overtones. The loss of life and property in the violence was extensive. A 300-strong 

mob of pro-Kannada organisations gathered to protest in front of Bangalore's Doordarshan office. 

                                         
13 See, Alternative Law Forum (n.d.), ‘Communalism and Communal Incidents in Karnataka’, Bangalore. 
14 See, Janaki Nair (2005), ‘The Promise of a Metropolis: Bangalore’s Twentieth Century’, Oxford India, Delhi, pp 291-292. 
15 ‘Hindu-Muslim Communal Riots in India II’ published on August 20, 2013, available at: https://www.sciencespo.fr/mass-violence-war-

massacre-resistance/en/document/hindu-muslim-communal-riots-india-ii-1986-2011.html  

https://www.sciencespo.fr/mass-violence-war-massacre-resistance/en/document/hindu-muslim-communal-riots-india-ii-1986-2011.html
https://www.sciencespo.fr/mass-violence-war-massacre-resistance/en/document/hindu-muslim-communal-riots-india-ii-1986-2011.html
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Over the following two days, many protest marches were held in the city and inflammatory 

speeches were delivered. On October 6, the linguistic agitation took a communal turn with the 

involvement of the Akhil Bharatiya Vidyarthi Parshad (ABVP, the student wing of the BJP) which 

damaged buses and official vehicles. On October 7, a protest procession passed through a 

predominantly Muslim area shouting anti-Muslim slogans near a mosque during Friday prayers. 

Violence spread to the city. Sixty-three Muslim houses were destroyed. People died in the mob 

violence, shooting by police, and in stabbing incidents. The riot claimed 25 lives according to 

official sources, while unofficial estimates put the death toll between 40 and 100. On October 8, 

the Urdu news bulletin was suspended, but the violence continued, leading to seven people being 

stabbed to death.16 

 July 1998: Communal violence was triggered in Venkateshpura over a dispute regarding the 

hoisting of a green flag on the occasion of Id-Milad, resulting in injuries to 25 people including 

policemen. This led to tension in various areas of Bengaluru including K.G. halli, Lingarajapuram, 

Kammanahalli road, Kacharkanahalli , D.J. Halli and Tannery road.17 

 October 2005: Violence broke out in October 2005 in a small locality called Govindpur in the 

Tannery Road area. This happened because some persons from the Muslim community had built 

a mosque overnight on a disputed land which apparently belonged to a Hindu. On hearing about a 

mosque being built on his land, the Hindu owner came to the spot, which led to heated exchanges 

and during which the Hindu owner ended up throwing a stone at a place at the entrance of the 

mosque which was used by people for washing their feet. This led to spread of rumours that a 

Hindu was attacking the mosque. This led to ‘incidents such as burning down of tires, pelting of 

stones, attack on vehicles, etc’. A curfew was declared. The local Peace Committee (referred to as 

Parisara Shanthi Samithi), formed as part of an initiative to maintain peace and harmony following 

the “Urdu riot” of 1994, swung into action and resolved the dispute amicably.18 

 January 2007: In the violence in East Bengaluru, an 11-year-old boy died and five people 

sustained bullet injuries in police firing, while curfew was clamped down in Bharatinagar, T G Halli, 

K G Halli, Commercial Street, Frazer Town and other areas. About 60 people sustained injuries in 

the violence, over a dozen vehicles burnt, including BMTC buses, and several shops damaged or 

burnt, houses looted and burnt, and religious places stoned. Trouble broke out when members of 

Hindu community apparently retaliated against the Muslim community who in a rally on January 

19th had reportedly condemned the hanging of the Iraqi dictator Saddam Hussein.19  

 
 

                                         
16 Ibid. 
17 See ALF (n.d.) above. 
18 Ibid. 
19 ‘Bangalore East burns again’ published by The Times of India on January 22, 2007 
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Chapter 3: The recent violence  

If God be within the mosque, then to whom does this world belong? 

If Ram be within the image which you find upon your pilgrimage,  

then who is there to know what happens without? 

Hari is in the East: Allah is in the West. 

 

Look within your heart, for there you will find both Karim and Ram;  

All the men and women of the world are His living forms.  

Kabîr is the child of Allah and of Ram: He is my Guru, He is my Pir. 

 

3.1 Naveen’s Facebook post 

The current episode appears to have been triggered by a controversial post on Facebook by P Naveen Kumar. 

A conscious effort appears to have been made by media to create a consensus that Naveen’s deemed 

offensive post was in response to an controversial post shared by one Adyar Basheer, targeting Hindu gods 

and Prime Minister Modi. Media outlets20 have fact-checked this narrative and found that Basheer’s post is 

neither recent nor does it exist anymore on Facebook. It is reasonable to conclude that Naveen’s remarks 

cannot be in response to a non-existent post. Naveen’s post appears to have been morphed into the comment 

section of a screenshot of Basheer’s old post to give the false impression that Naveen was reacting to 

derogatory remarks against Hindu gods. 

3.2 What happened at D.J. Halli PS 

3.2.1 People’s narrative 

Here we present the events of August 11 based on eyewitness accounts. The FFT met members of the Modi 

Masjid Committee, which was one of groups who had approached the D.J. Halli PS to file a complaint.  

 

Members of the Modi Masjid committee said that they heard that a controversial post had been made on 

Facebook and a delegation had gone to the police station to file a complaint between 7.15-7.30 pm. The ACP 

who was present told the Committee, “Give us 2 hours we will arrest him and kick him with our boots”.  

According to the committee members we met, there were about 20-30 people at the gate of the police station 

at this time. They said around this time (approximately 7.45–8.00 pm), two Hoysalas left the police station. The 

people present in the police station and at the gate assumed that they were going to arrest Naveen. After some 

time an Innova vehicle entered the police station. The crowd thought that Naveen was in the vehicle. According 

the to the masjid committee representatives, much of the crowd was not from D.J. Halli since they would 

otherwise have recognised them. They also conjectured that if they were local boys, they would have run into 

the mohallas when lathi charge or firing happened, but they did not. They said, “Those who went to the police 

station broke up into two groups at this time. One was protecting the police, the other was protesting.” They 

said, the police were in full uniform, with lathis and their guns. But they did not do anything. They said that the 

mob was also steadily growing. The committee members told us that the ex-corporator Muzammil Pasha also 

came to the police station and told the people to remain calm and wait for the law to take its course.  

 

 

                                         
20 For instance “Was the derogatory post that triggered Bangalore riots a reaction to an ‘anti Hindu’ post?”, https://www.altnews.in/was-

the-derogatory-post-that-triggered-bangalore-riots-a-reaction-to-an-anti-hindu-post/   

https://www.altnews.in/was-the-derogatory-post-that-triggered-bangalore-riots-a-reaction-to-an-anti-hindu-post/
https://www.altnews.in/was-the-derogatory-post-that-triggered-bangalore-riots-a-reaction-to-an-anti-hindu-post/
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P.M. Muzammil, a maulana in the Goripalya Masjid and a resident of Shivaji Nagar heard about the post at 

around 8.30 pm when he was returning after namaz. When he reached D.J. Halli PS at around 9.30 pm there 

was a crowd of about 1500 people. He said, “Some people known to me took me inside the police station and 

suggested that I speak to the crowd to calm them.” He was given a megaphone which he said was ineffective 

as it was not of good quality and the sound did not reach too far. He said at around this time, which was 

between 9.30–10.00 pm the police lathi charged the crowd. He said that at around 10.00 pm, MLAs Rizwan 

Arshad and Zameer Ahmed reached D.J. Halli PS with the intention of helping to contain the situation. He said, 

“the police gave us two hours to contain the situation. We tried reasoning with the youth, but they were unwilling 

to budge”. Maulana P.M. Muzammil expressing dismay at the way the events turned out said, “If the mob had 

listened to us and sat down peacefully it would have been better.” Instead, according to him, the mob pushed 

the gate and entered the police station around 10.30 pm. Around this time they also started pelting stones. 

Maulana Muzammil is of the opinion that the police should have taken some action earlier.  

 

The DCP(NE), Mr. Bhimashankar Guled told the FFT that he reached the D.J. Halli PS at around 9.30 pm, but 

was able to enter the police station only after about half an hour due to the large crowd which had gathered. 

He said by this time, the basement of the police station had been set on fire. It appears that vehicles were 

burnt outside the police station and the fire was lit to the basement of the D.J. Halli PS between 9.30 pm – 

9.50 pm. MLA Rizwan Arshad’s statement to the FFT corroborates this. He had arrived at D.J. Halli around 

10.00 am said, “After getting some calls from people and the police to come and help quell the protests, since 

I am an MLA from the neighbouring constituency, I reached at about 10.00 pm, but the violence had already 

started by the time we reached, maybe 10-15 minutes earlier”.  

 

When Zia Nomani and Kaleem of Swaraj India reached the police station, they saw that several vehicles had 

been set on fire and the basement of the D.J. Halli PS had been torched. According to them at this time there 

were 10-15 people from the mob inside the police station compound and that they were trying to cross the 

barricade at the entrance to the police station. At that time Rizwan Arshad, Zameer Ahmad and Maulana 

Muzammil were trying to calm the mob but they were not listening. According to all eye witness accounts, 

those at the forefront of the mob were showing signs of intoxication. They recall that one person in the mob 

was very angry and was saying, “Yejmaan how much more can we take? Babri masjid, CAA, how much more?” 

According to Zia and Kaleem, the mob was very angry with the MLAs and kept repeating that the MLAs had 

taken money from Naveen and that is why they were trying to calm them. They said, “Once we got to know 

that Naveen had been arrested, we tried telling them that but it had no effect”. According to Maulana Muzammil, 

the mob wanted that an FIR be lodged, Naveen be arrested and handed over to the mob. Zia and Kaleem 

shared that they realised then that situation had gone out of hand and that nothing they could say would pacify 

the mob. They had to get off the vehicle atop which they were standing and addressing the mob and hide 

behind the police station since the mob had taken over the compound and the situation had gone out of control. 

They said that at around 11.30 pm, the Commissioner of Police arrived at D.J. Halli PS. Around this time tear 

gas was fired. According to them firing took place just before 12.00 am. According to them, when the firing 

started one man from the mob rushed to Zameer Ahmad asking him to stop the police to which Zameer replied, 

“When we tried stopping you, you did not listen, what do you want me to do now?”  

 

According to DCP Guled, a total of four or five lathi charges were done. Tear gas was fired and several rounds 

were fired in the air. He was of the opinion that there was no question of refraining from firing into the crowd, 

because otherwise the situation would have surely gotten worse.  

 

As Zia and Kaleem were leaving the police station at around 2.00 am once everything had quietened down, 

the police did lathi charge on them as well. It appeared to them that the police were instigating them and 

spoiling for a fight. The DCP(NE) had to intervene and help them leave. Their request to be escorted home by 

the police was however denied.  
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Observations of the eye witnesses 

 Before 7.15 pm, a delegation had gone to file a complaint against Naveen’s Facebook post. 

 The police appeared confused lost and scared. There was no senior police official till 10.00 pm, which 

was late, given that the discontent began between 7.30–8.30 pm and the crowd began to grow. 

 Had the police assuaged the small crowd that legal action would be taken perhaps the situation would 

not have gone out of hand. 

 Had the police received proper instructions and followed the necessary protocol for prevention and 

dispersing swelling crowds, a lot of what happened could have been avoided. 

 The police did not organise for reinforcements to arrive on time. Two or three platoons arrived after 

the mob had already grown in size. All eyewitnesses said that had the reinforcements arrived 

immediately when the mob starting gathering between 8.30–9.30 pm, the tense situation could have 

been averted. 

 Members of the crowd were intoxicated and not heeding the requests of leaders who tried to diffuse 

the situation.  

 Some tried to calm the crowd, others formed a human chain to prevent people from coming near the 

barricades. 

 At around 11.40 pm, a third of the mob had left the spot 

3.2.2 Police version 

From an analysis of 53 FIRs registered at the D.J. Halli PS in relation to the incidents that took place on August 

11, 2020 the following timeline of events can be drawn up:  

 

Out of the 53 FIRs lodged in the D.J. Halli PS regarding the incident, 21 complaints were filed by police officers.  

 

At 7.45 pm on August 11, 2020, Firdos Pasha registered the first FIR at D.J. Halli PS against Naveen, stating 

that the derogatory post against the Prophet had been posted at around 7.30 pm on Facebook.21 As stated in 

FIR No. 231/2020, even Firdos Pasha’s vehicle was burnt at around 9.00 pm This is corroborated by the FIR 

dated 12.08.2020 in Cr No. 196/2020, on a complaint by PSI D.J. Halli Shri Raghavendra, which states that at 

7:45, Firdos Pasha came to lodge a complaint against Naveen at the station.  

 

At 1.00 am. on August 12, 2020, D.J. Halli Police Inspector Keshavamurthy N. N. registered a complaint 

alleging that at 8.45 pm, the accused were standing in a suspicious manner away from the Station, after which 

they built an illegal gathering with weapons such as sticks, rods, stones, and bricks. The FIR has been 

registered against Afnan, Muzamil Pasha, Syed Masood, Ayaz, Allabakash, and 200 – 300 others. The 

Complainant states that he immediately requested that additional armed forces be sent to the police station. 

Per the complaint, the violence occurred from 8.45 pm to 11.45 pm.22  

 

However, the FIR in Cr No. 197/2020 on a complaint by Mr. Siddaramesh, Sub-Inspector of the Karnataka 

State Reserve Police, indicates that when he reached the D.J. Halli PS at 9.30 pm, a crowd of 200–300 persons 

had gathered in front of the station, and it is when they were readying themselves to control the crowd that the 

mob began pelting stones at the police station and officers. They shot 38 rounds per instructions, after a lathi 

charge and tear gas were unsuccessful in dispersing the crowd.  

 

Cr No. 198/2020 lodged on a complaint by Shri Gurusiddappa, KSRP Koramangala, states that at 10.40 pm 

when they arrived with 14 other officers at the D.J. Halli PS, the violent crowd had gathered at the entrance 

                                         
21 Cr No. 194/2020 
22 Cr No. 195/2020 
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and in the premises of the station. It states that while they were readying themselves to control the crowd, the 

violent mob started pelting stones at the police station and at police officers. They also set fire to the police 

vehicles stationed both inside and outside the police premises. They shot 17 rounds as per instructions, and 

then hurled two rounds of rubber bullets in the air.  

 

Another FIR in Cr No. 199/2020 lodged on a complaint by AHC Shri Tippeshwar states that at 9.10 pm when 

he reported at the D.J. Halli PS, the violent mob started pelting stones at the police station and at police 

officers. This is corroborated by the complaint given by ACP Banaswadi Raviprasad, which states that after 

he reported to the D.J. Halli PS at 9.00 pm, at around 9.30 pm, the crowd got violent and began attacking 

officers.23  

 

At 10.30 pm, the DCP(NE) had received information that he was to come to the D.J. Halli PS, by which time 

200–300 unknown persons gathered with weapons attacked the car and the DCP(NE)’s driver.24 It is unclear 

how many persons had attacked the police station, as another FIR in Cr No.203/2020 states that while there 

were 400–500 persons outside the station at 9.00 pm, 2000–3000 persons forced themselves through the 

gates and attacked the station.25  

 

Per the complaint of SHC Jogappa, at 10.00 pm he was instructed to report to the D.J. Halli Station. When the 

driver waited for the PI at Shampura Road, 2000 – 2500 persons attacked the vehicle with stones and clubs.26 

The FIR in Cr No. 220/2020 indicates that at 9:45 pm, a group of only 800 persons had gathered at the station, 

and the police on the outside attempted to enter the station at 10.10 pm Thereafter, they fired 23 rubber bullets, 

and only after a lack of response lathi charged the crowd. Then, they shot 19 bullets in the air.  

 

FIR No. 212/2020 filed by a police officer Shri Sharuk indicates that 9.15 pm, around 2000-2500 persons had 

arrived at the police station and were damaging the station.  

pm. 

 

The FIR in Cr No. 234/2020 indicates that at 11.30 pm, the mob was still active. 

 

The complaint filed by the PSI Indiranagar Chidananha indicates that when he reached the D.J. Halli PS at 

9.00 pm, there were 1000s of people gathered at the station. Per his record, minutes later the rioters began 

pelting stones at the station, and at 10.30 pm, some of the rioters began setting the vehicles outside the police 

station on fire. They cleared the crowds and went back to the station only at 12.00 am27  

3.3 What happened at K.G. Halli PS 

3.3.1 People’s narrative 

The team attempted to document account of the incidents that transpired at K.G. Halli PS from the point of 

view of several eyewitnesses, including respected members of the Muslim community and the journalists. 

 

According to Allhaz Amir Jaan and Asad Ullah, a delegation comprising of the head of Bilal Masjid and others 

went to file a complaint28 in the K.G. Halli PS between 7.00–7.30 pm. An NCR was registered and a copy 

                                         
23 Cr No. 202/2020.  
24 Cr No. 200/2020.  
25 Cr No. 203/2020, PSI Banaswadi Dhananjay.  
26 Cr No. 201/2020.  
27 Cr No. 205/2020.  
28 Copy of the complaint filed by Bilal Basjid annexed as Annexure 3 
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handed over to the complainants. At around 8.30 pm, there was news that Naveen has been taken to K.G. 

Halli PS after which several people gathered at this police station. At its peak the crowd at K.G. Halli PS was 

not more than 500. Several of the local youth and religious leaders tried to calm the crowd. They did this for 

almost 4 hours from 8.00 pm to midnight 12.00 am. The mob stoned the police station and damaged vehicles 

inside the station. About 40 people from K.G. Halli itself formed several layers of human chains around the 

police station to protect it from being further attacked. According to an eyewitness, the police fired between 

11.30–12.00 am. According to him, the police did not fire in the air and instead aimed directly into the crowd. 

 

From conversations with people living in K.G. Halli and eyewitness accounts, it appears that the focus of the 

mob violence was D.J. Halli PS and Kaval Byrasandra, which is why while there was a crowd at K.G. Halli PS, 

it was not large and the consequences were also therefore less than in the other 2 areas. 

3.3.2 Police story 

The team also attempted to piece together details of the incidents through conversations with the relevant 

police officials and information available in the FIRs. 

 

The team also analysed the 15 FIRs29 registered by the K.G. Halli PS in regard to the incidents that took place 

at the police station. Nine30 of these FIRs have been lodged by police officials. An analysis of these complaints 

reveals the following time-line of the incidents on August 11, 2020 at K.G. Halli PS.  

 

As per the complaint filed by the Prasann Kumar, ASI, K.G. Halli PS, he reported for duty at 9.15 pm and went 

for night patrol at 9.30 pm.31 The complaint indicates that at 9.30 pm there was no mob at the K.G. Halli PS. 

 

A complaint32 by a private citizen alleges that he had come to supply water to the K.G. Halli PS at about 9.30pm 

and when he came out after keeping the water can in the station, he saw about 400-500 persons gathered on 

the road outside the police station creating commotion and damaging and burning vehicles on the road 

including his motorcycle. Three complaints by police personnel reveals that a mob of about 500-600 persons, 

armed with donnes33, stones and rods, gathered at the K.G. Halli PS at about 10.30pm and was causing a 

commotion outside the police station. It is stated that this mob was damaging private and government vehicles 

parked on the road, setting them on fire, and had injured two police personnel who went to stop them.34 35 36 

 

As per another FIR37 at about 10.30 in the night, the complainant, a private citizen, was blocked by a section 

of the mob in front of K.G. Halli PS, pulled out of his car and assaulted while his car was damaged and then 

set on fire. As per another FIR38, police personnel were on night patrol when they received instructions at about 

10.30 pm about the violence at K.G. Halli PS and they immediately went there and saw a crowd of about 600-

700 persons armed with stones, rods and donnes creating a commotion and attacking anyone they found.  

 

 

                                         
29 Cr. No. 227/2020 to Cr. No. 241/2020. These were downloaded from the official police website. 
30 Cr. No. 227/2020 to Cr. No. 229/2020, Cr. No. 231/2020 to Cr.No. 234/2020, Cr. No. 237/2020 and Cr. No. 240/2020 
31 Cr. No. 234/ 2020 Prasann Kumar, ASI, K.G. Halli Police station 
32 Cr. No. 241/ 2020 Shri Noor Khan 
33 Donnes are iron rods 
34 Cr. No. 231/ 2020 Madhusudan J RSI, KSRP, 9th Battalion 
35 Cr. No. 232/ 2020 Chandasab Pinjar PC-12614, KH Halli Police Station 
36 Cr. No. 233/ 2020 K. N. Khaji HC-52, C Unit, KSRP 1st Battalion 
37 Cr. No. 230/ 2020 Pratyush K.V. 
38 Cr. No. 240/ 2020 Shri Ramesh AP HC-9943, Halasuru Gate P.S. 
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There are two FIRs39 by reporters of Suvarna News, in which it is alleged that at about 11.00 pm, when they 

were reporting for Suvarna News, about 400-500 persons, armed with donnes, stones and rods, were 

damaging the government and private vehicles parked outside the K.G. Halli PS and setting tyres and vehicles 

on fire, and seeing them filming, a section of the mob assaulted them and broke their camera and car. A private 

citizen has filed a complaint40 that at about 11.00 pm about 400-500 persons, armed with donnes, stones and 

rods, were creating a commotion in front of K.G. Halli PS and then they suddenly began damaging public and 

government vehicles parked outside the station and set the vehicles on fire. The complaint further states that 

of them, about 30-40 persons, damaged his office car.  

 

Two complaints by the police reveal that it is at about 11.10 pm, that a mob gathered at the K.G. Halli PS and 

tried to barge in, and in this melee police personnel were injured,41 public and private vehicles parked on the 

road were set on fire, some persons in the mob barged into the police station and there was stone pelting on 

the police station causing damage to vehicles and the station itself42.  

 

An FIR43 by a private citizen alleges that at about 11.15 pm about 400-500 persons, armed with donnes, stones 

and rods, had gathered outside K.G. Halli PS and burning tyres and setting vehicles on fire including the 

complainant’s elder brother’s Innova car.  

 

The FIR44 lodged on the basis of the complaint filed by Ajay Sarathi, PI, K.G. Halli PS offers a detailed insight 

into the police’s account of what transpired at the K.G. Halli PS on August 11, 2020. It is the police’s account 

that the mob of about 600 to 800 persons armed with stones, rods, donnes, covers and bottles filled with petrol, 

gathered outside the police station around 11.00 pm, and were trying to force their way into the station. It is 

also stated that the mob was loudly shouting slogans, “kill all the police who you can lay your hands on”, “these 

bastards, are not letting us kill Naveen who has denigrated our religious leader on facebook”, and threatening 

the police in the station. It is also stated that they attacked the personnel, Shri Manjunath R.E. and PSI Shri 

Rajesh who went to stop them and since the mob was being stopped from barging into the police station, some 

of them in the group got enraged and set fire to government vehicles and private vehicles of police personnel, 

which were parked in the station. It is also stated that the police announced twice, over the microphone, that 

section 144 prohibitory orders were clamped and when the mob failed to disperse a mild lathi charge was 

resorted to. Since this had no effect on the mob, tear gas was used, which too proved unsuccessful in 

dispersing the mob who by now were trying to set fire to the police station, and it is at this point that permission 

was secured from higher officials and firing was resorted to. It is alleged that the police personnel fired twice 

in the air, driving the mob outside the station and then suddenly the group tried to snatch the weapons from 

the hands of the police personnel, at which point, at about 11.30 pm, the mob was fired at hitting one person 

who fell on the spot. Thereafter, the mob dispersed.  

 

As per the complaint45 filed by Shri Narayana L., HC-5354, K.G. Halli P.S. the unlawful assembly, armed with 

donnes, stones and sticks, started gathering at about 9.30 pm and complaining about the Facebook post by 

Naveen. The complaint further states that Syed Ikramuddin, Ziyawur Rahman, Sayed Abbas and the head of 

Bilal Masjid were allowed into the police station and, on the basis of their complaints, the police registered 

NCR No. 384/2020, 385/2020, 386/2020 and 387/2020. The complaint goes on to state that, thereafter, the 

head of Bilal Masjid addressed the crowd and requested them to disperse, but they didn’t, and instead 

                                         
39 Cr. No. 236/ 2020 Shri Ravi Kumar P.S. and Cr. No. 239/ 2020 Shri Shyam Sundar B. 
40 Cr. No. 238/ 2020 Shri Rudresh BV 
41 Cr. No. 227 / 2020 Rajesh H., Police Officer K.G. Halli P.S. 
42 Cr. No. 228 / 2020 Nagara Nedalagi, PSI, K.G. Halli P.S. 
43 Cr. No. 235/ 2020 Shri Kaleed Aslam 
44 Cr. No. 229/ 2020 
45 Cr. No. 237/ 2020 Shri Narayana L., HC-5354, K.G. Halli P.S. 
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demanded that Naveen be brought and handed over to them and that they would kill him. Since the crowd was 

trying to enter the station gate, the personnel locked the gate and informed the crowd that the complaint had 

already been registered against Naveen at D.J. Halli PS and all legal action would be taken. However, the 

crowd did not listen and burnt tyres on the road. The complaint adds that, at this point more people began to 

gather there. It is at this time, that the Control Room was informed, over the walkie talkie, of the events 

transpiring at the police station, and the PSI and other personnel who were on patrol duty in the station 

jurisdiction were told to return to the police station. The complaint further states that vehicles were being set 

on fire by now and at about 11.15 pm when the situation was spiraling out of control the officers and personnel 

went out to calm the crowd and were injured. It is stated that the crowd did not disperse and instead stones 

were pelted at the police and an attempt was made to barge into the police station. It is at this point that lathi 

charge was resorted to. Thereafter, warnings were issued over the microphone followed by tear gas shelling 

since the crowd did not disperse and tried to set fire to the police station. Again warnings were issued that 

section 144 prohibitory orders had been clamped and that firing would be resorted to if the crowd did not 

disperse. The complaint then states that without heeding to warnings, the group attacked police personnel 

trying to kill them and engaged in arson. Hence, higher officials were informed of the situation and permission 

to fire was secured. Thereafter twice firing in the air was resorted to and when the situation aggravated, at 

about 11.30 pm the crowds were fired at. One person who was hit by bullets fell to the ground. Thereafter the 

group that gathered there dispersed.  

 

According to the complaint of Prasann Kumar, ASI, K.G. Halli PS, when he came to the K.G. Halli PS at about 

11.50 pm he saw an assembly of about 500-600 persons and the damage that they had caused to the vehicles 

and the police station.46 

3.4 What happened in Kaval Byrasandra 

The violence and vandalism that began in Kaval Byrasandra around 8.30 pm was perhaps more widespread 

compared to D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli.  

 

The nature of the violence as it unfolded and an understanding of what happened in this area has been 

reconstructed through several eye witness accounts, including Naveen’s family, some of the affected people 

whose houses and property were destroyed, shop keepers, media representatives who were caught in the 

melee, local residents many of who came out to help their neighbours, social workers and political activists. 

The FFT made several attempts to meet Mr. Akhanda Srinivas Murthy to hear his perspective about the events 

of August 11 and thereafter but these were not successful. 

 

We were told that between 8.00 pm and 8.30 pm a crowd of around 200 to 300 gathered and started walking 

down the Kaval Byrasandra main road / Dinnur road and went on to the bus stand passing Naveen’s house. 

This was preceded by a small group that went from shop to shop asking them to down their shutters. The 

violence which we were told lasted till 12.30 am appeared to comprise of street violence targeting private 

vehicles on the road, targeted violence on the houses of Naveen and the MLA and some vehicles around their 

houses and random violence vandalising of a water plant, two bars and random houses in the locality.  

3.4.1 Violence at Naveen’s House 

Naveen’s father, Pavan Kumar who spoke to the FFT on August 25, told us in detail what happened that night. 

He said that they were inside the house when at around 8.30 pm they saw about 200-300 people going past 

their house towards the bus stand shouting. They thought they were going to the MLA’s house to sit on a 

dharna because of some grievance. However, the crowd returned in 10 minutes by which time it had grown to 

around 500–600 people and they were all shouting in Urdu. They thought they would shout and leave. Instead 
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they started throwing stones at the house. They also had with them sticks and swords with which they broke 

some pot and then the gate. They then burnt their car and two scooters that belonged to their tenants. They 

appeared to be under the influence of ganja (marijuana) and alcohol. They appeared to be in a highly emotional 

state and not know what they were doing 

 

Naveen’s family got scared and locked themselves upstairs. The mob then entered the house and looted the 

premises, taking away gold, silver and cash. When they heard the mob coming to the first floor the family went 

on to the terrace. The top floor house in the next building (the house in which the FFT was meeting Naveen’s 

family) belongs to their son. They were helped by one of the young men they knew who was also part of the 

mob, to climb the wall and entered Naveen’s house from their terrace around 9.30 pm. They showed the team 

that the house to which they had escaped had also been vandalised.  

 

 
 

Image 1: Burned house of Naveen Kumar 
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Image 2: Burnt vehicles of Naveen Kumar 

Describing their escape, Naveen's mother, R. Jayanthi, told the FFT “I was saved because of Yusuf. His father 

works in a nearby medical store. He is the only person I recognised in that crowd. He came aside and told us 

even if material is lost, life is more precious, you please save your life. He helped me cross over to this house. 

He did not tell anyone we had come here.” 

 

She went on to say that at that time when they crossed over to the neighbouring building, Naveen was still at 

home but he refused to come. She doesn't know how he got out and where he went after that. 

 

When we asked his parents about Naveen’s role in instigating the riots his father said “There was Hindu-

Muslim discussion on facebook. They (Muslims) took the comment seriously. But Naveen had not made the 

image. He had only posted an image that was already there on google. On August 5th, he burst firecrackers 

and distributed sweets. That also contributed to the sentiments. We have been living here for 40 years. We 

have a good relationship with everyone. This is not communal violence. It is a political issue. Congress MLA 

and Counsellors are involved. Instead of all this violence, their leaders and our leaders should sit together, talk 

and resolve.” 

 

Adding to this his mother said that Naveen had written many posts in favour of BJP. Before elections he had 

written The Lotus will Bloom. On August 5 (the day of the ground-breaking ceremony of the Rama temple in 

Ayodhya), he burst fire crackers and distributed sweets. This she felt did not go down well. “I even told him not 

to do that. After all we are in a Muslim majority area and they will feel bad. But I never thought they would do 

this to our house. At around 8.30 when the mob was going towards Akhanda Srinivas Murthy's house, I asked 

them where are you going. But they did not reply.” 

 

When asked if they had contacted the police when the violence broke and what their response was, they said 

that they had called but the police did not answer the phone. “We called 100, 101, and mobile numbers of 

some policemen. Our relatives also called the police but they did nothing. They sent 3 policemen at around 

8.30-9.00 pm. When the violence started the police ran away. We can't say the exact time. We were scared.  

On that day for 4 hours, the police were silent observers here. Like in the films, police come at the end, but 

here the police when they finally arrived never came equipped! They did not even have guns. Ravi Prasad 
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arrested Naveen on a bike. Naveen was not at home. We don't know where he was. They arrested him from 

outside. We have filed a complaint in D.J. Halli on the August 13. They have made an FIR. We have the copy.” 

 

It must be noted that the parents’ account does not match with the police version of events. The FIR47 by PSI 

D.J. Halli Shri Raghavendra, which states that he along with another officer, had gone to Naveen’s house at 

8.00 pm to arrest him, but he escaped. PSI Raghavendra’s account also states that hundreds of people 

“belonging to the Muslim community” had gathered outside the accused person’s house with machetes and 

clubs in their hand; they attacked his house and broke windows and doors and damaged the property and also 

set fire to it because the accused person had posted a derogatory message about Prophet Mohammed in 

social media. The FIR further states that the mob refused to disperse, despite a senior police officer arriving 

at the spot with more police forces, and that the mob attacked the officers. The FIR states that senior officers 

dispersed the crowd, and the complainant returned to the station by 10.45 pm Thus, per the FIR, by around 

10.30 pm, the attack on Naveen’s house had concluded.  

 

When asked if Naveen was part of any political party, they said that he was not. His father said “He thought 

well of Modi and was close to the BJP and RSS.” 

 

When asked if they have any political aspirations, they said that after Naveen’s mother tried for a JDS ticket 

and differences arose, they decided that electoral politics was not for them since they don't even have the 

money for it. 

 

Talking about the losses they suffered he said that they had lost material worth INR 60-70 lakhs and the 

building had cracked because of a petrol bomb. They said that they had lost at least INR 1-2 crore on 

construction costs alone. Naveen’s mother added that there was currency of INR 5 lakh in the house, kept for 

buying land. The cash was taken, as also five watches, one bracelet and important papers. Two lakh worth of 

material was also destroyed. Following the loot, things were set afire. 

 

When asked if they had received legal support Naveen’s father said “RSS lawyers had come to meet us. They 

said they have 100 lawyers and they will help if we want. But we have some known lawyers who are also 

friends, so we are going to them. They are trying to get bail for Naveen.” 

 

As the FFT was leaving Naveen’s mother asked us “Naveen is in Parapanna Agrahara jail. I hope they won't 

harm him in any way. How long do you think it will be before he comes out of jail?” 

3.4.2 Violence in the house of Akhanda Srinivasa Murthy 

We got information regarding the violence at the MLA’s house from several local eyewitnesses including a 

political activist associated with the BJP and some reporters who were covering the violence. The FFT met 

Arvind, former General Secretary, BJP, Pulakesinagar who was born and brought up in this area, lives opposite 

Akhanda Srinivas Murthy’s house and has known him since childhood. He told the FFT that around 9.15 pm 

he received a call saying that a large crowd was gathering there. He picked up his vehicle and went there to 

see what was happening. By around 10.00 pm a second mob had come back to the MLA’s house and set fire 

to it and to the vehicles parked outside including his own. From there he said that they went to the MLA’s office 

where they burnt everything. They then headed to Muninanjappa garden 1st cross and started destroying 

property there. 
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Image 3: Burned house of MLA Akhanda Srinivas Murthy  

 

 
 

Image 4: Burnt vehicle of MLA Akhanda Srinivas Murthy 

 

Verifying this version Hidayathulla from Suvarna TV told the FFT that he was on the spot around 10.15 pm 

where he saw people standing around the temple trying to protect it. He also saw some people standing in 

front of the MLA’s house and burning down the door. When the crowd saw him and his cameraperson they 

tried to stop them from shooting and both of them fled from the scene. His camera person hid in the temple 

and he went into a building opposite from where he continued to film the mobs burning the police bikes and 

vans. The police themselves were “running like they were thieves” he said. When somebody spotted him and 
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started shouting he went into one of the houses that belonged to a Christian and hid there along with his 

cameraman and another reporter from Public TV. The crowd came looking for them but the owner told them 

that nobody was there. “My camera person was hiding under the bed and I was hiding next to a cupboard. He 

said that he had never seen anything like this in all the years of his work!” He also spoke about how he had to 

reassure the family and the children who were terrified. “Their little daughter wanted my autograph saying that 

she had never seen a reporter!” 

 

According to him the rioting stopped only when the police commissioner came at around 1.30 am. By this time 

the Garuda forces had arrived and staged a flag march and lathi charged the crowds to disperse them. Before 

that he said that people were blocking the main road from Dinnur road and stopping the KSRP vans and fire 

vans from coming inside. 

 

The FIR in Cr No. 213/2020 filed by Gopinath P, a police officer, indicates that when he arrived at the MLA’s 

house at 10.00 pm, around 800 - 1000 persons were around the house, and 200 – 300 persons attacked the 

police jeep. Shri P. Prasanna states that at 10.35 pm – 11.20 pm, 100 unknown Muslims destroyed the MLAs 

house, and also began destroying the Complainants property and home.48 

 

In the complaint filed by the MLA Akhanda Shrinivas Murthy in Cr No. 219/2020, he states that on August 11, 

2020, around 2,000 to 3,000 people assembled unlawfully with a prior plan and brandishing weapons and 

forced themselves into the house and stole all the documents and the jewellery and set cars and two-wheelers 

on fire after dousing it with kerosene. The incident is timed at 8.00 pm – 10.00 pm in the FIR. They set fire to 

his house and damaged the entire property, including all his belongings inside. 

3.4.3 Random Targets 

 

3.4.3a Water Plant 

Among others Basha Khan, a local resident for 40 years who runs a water plant on the main road opposite an 

Anjaneya temple was a direct witness and victim of the violence. Describing what had happened, he said that 

between 8.00 to 8.15 pm a group of people rushed to every shop asking them to down their shutters and leave. 

Not having the opportunity to even ask why they were doing this he closed his plant and watched the crowd 

going towards Naveen’s house and then the MLA’s house, damaging and torching the vehicles parked on the 

road. He said that there were only boys and men in the crowd almost all aged between 15 to 25 and many of 

them were intoxicated. He made a call to the police control room at 8.11 pm but the police arrived only after 

9.30 pm. After sometime the mob rushed to his water plant and vandalised it using swords and other weapons 

and even tried to burn it down. They took INR 1.9 lakh a part of which was what was kept aside for his 

daughter’s engagement and a part was the amount collected by sale of water, which he had kept on the 

premises. He told the team that he also saw that a few members of the crowd, realising the seriousness of the 

situation, formed a human chain around the Hanuman temple which was located in front of the water plant to 

prevent it from being attacked. When asked who these people were and why he thought they resorted to this 

violence he responded saying “I have no idea who was in the mob nor did I know who was forming the human 

chain around the temple. No one even knew why the crowd had gathered including the crowd itself. This attack 

was not in order to spread hatred among the different religions but the act of a few politicians who took 

advantage of the situation to fulfil their own agendas.” 

 

3.4.3b Bar 1: Story of violence and solidarity 

Chandru Kumar the cashier at one of the bars on the main road who lives above the bar with his family for the 

past one year described to the FFT how a group came to him asking him to close the bar. He complied and 

went upstairs. He went on to describe how when the situation started deteriorating at around 9.00 pm the 
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mechanic from across the road came and took his family and the one above to an inside lane and asked them 

to stay with the family of another Muslim for their safety. He explained that just after they left the mobs came 

upstairs and totally vandalised his house. He and his wife showed us the furniture that had been broken along 

with the fridge. His wife informed us that their cupboards were ransacked and 150 grams gold, 100 grams 

silver and INR 40,000 in cash was also taken away from their house. In addition, five gas cylinders were taken 

from the godown of the bar that was also totally burnt down around 11.30 in the night. At that time Chandru 

Kumar said that he and his family had no idea why the riots were happening and they only got to know about 

the Facebook post by watching the news. “The Government has not promised any compensation. We went 

and filed an FIR after 2 days but have not got any FIR copy or number yet” he said when on August 26, the 

day of our visit, we asked about the complaint he had filed. 

 

 
 

Image 5: Vandalised house above Dilip Bar 

 

 
 

Image 6: Vehicles burnt outside Dilip Bar 
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The FFT then met Rashid, the owner of the mechanic shop who had gone to help Chandru Kumar. He shared 

with us that around 8.30 pm or 8.45 pm a group of people came and asked him to shut his shop. He saw them 

going towards Naveen’s house setting fire to and destroying vehicles on the road. Realising that the situation 

could get more violent he went across the street to help the two families living above the bar to move to the 

house of some friends in the inside street where they would be safer. “The crowd even came to burn my vehicle 

but I managed to stop them. The crowd did not have any intention to hurt anybody but they were destroying 

public property and vehicles which were parked on the road. They also targeted some houses in the area.” 

When we asked Rashid why he thought the riots took place he said, “Initially I also thought this riot was 

because of the post but this seems to be individuals and political parties taking advantage of the situation and 

seeking revenge.” 

 

3.4.3c Muninanjappa Garden 

After hearing from the BJP representative Arvind about Muninanjappa Garden 1st cross being specifically 

targeted, the FFT decided to go and meet some of the local people there. This is a military area with almost 

all the residents retired army/air force/NCC personnel. The FFT met a family of three – wife, husband and son 

– whose house had been totally damaged along with their auto that was parked outside. They run a milk 

business. The conversation was largely with the woman of the house, with some inputs from her husband and 

son and a neighbour who intervened to show us his car that had also been totally destroyed 

 

The wife told the team that the mob came into their street around 10.30 pm or 11.00 pm. She said that all 

those who came down this road were about 18- 20 years old and they seemed inebriated.  They were all 

cursing the MLA in Urdu. They all seemed to be local boys although they could not see their faces clearly in 

the dark. They first broke all the cameras on the road. Their own front door was totally shattered with a long 

instrument. We saw the broken door that still was not fixed. She said it was dark so they could not see what 

weapons they were actually holding. They then went around to the side and broke their window panes. The 

woman said “I was really terrified inside and was praying to Lord Subramaniam that they don't enter the house 

and injure any of us. I also folded my hands to the crowd and pleaded with them to spare us and thankfully 

they did not attack us.” She also said that it is for the first time in the last 40 years that something like this has 

happened in this area. The team also saw and recorded that an auto standing outside has been totally 

destroyed. 

 

When all this was happening, they informed the team that they tried to call the police by dialling 100 but nobody 

responded. Later they saw some police on the road who expressed helplessness saying that they themselves 

were forced to flee from the station which had been set on fire. “In fact we saw that the police themselves were 

running away from the mob!” she said. 

 

When asked why the mob came into their street she said “We don’t know why they came here. Perhaps 

because it is a road where there are mostly Hindus. Except for the house opposite where a Christian, Malayali 

family stays. Even their house was totally vandalised. In fact they entered that house and broke everything 

inside. They destroyed all the vehicles on the road and they were throwing stones to ensure that nobody came 

out onto the road or on their balconies.” 

 

She shared with the FFT how after the incident their street had suddenly become famous. “Before, even the 

police did not know where 1st cross was. Now we have become like an exhibition street. We have had so 

many big people coming and visiting us. Including some retired Judge/DGP, Shobha Karandlaje, Sadananda 

Gowda. In fact they all came till last Friday. You people are coming very late!” 
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The family said that they were going to file for compensation and the people who came to talk to them have 

promised to help them. 

 

There did not appear to be any rancour on the part of the woman towards Muslims. She was only regretting 

the damage that was done to their house and auto that they will take some time to recover from. As she said 

“If Naveen has done wrong please punish him. Why do innocents like us have to be targeted? Even the 

Muslims living here say that what has happened is wrong that the mob should not have damaged all this 

property.” 

 

3.4.3d Bar 2: Story of Violence and Solidarity  

The FFT spoke to Mary who lives behind another bar located on a side road that was also attacked by the 

mob after 10.00 pm. Mary, who has been living in this area for the past many years told the team that she was 

inside the house and watching the news when they heard some noise and came outside. They saw that some 

people had come and set fire to the bar and were trying to enter the godown but they did not succeed in 

breaking open the door. There were two boys who were stuck inside unable to come out since they had 

misplaced the keys in the confusion. Since the smoke was asphyxiating them, they got together after the mobs 

left, broke open the gate and helped them to come out. In the meantime, their neighbour Nasreen had come 

to Mary’s house and asked her and her family to come to their house and take shelter until the mob left. 

 

This is what Nasreen shared with us, “This should not have happened. Now both innocents and guilty are in 

prison. What did those who did it get out of this? As if we did not suffer enough during the months of lockdown 

with no jobs and no food to eat. As neighbours it is our duty to take care of each other. Mary would have done 

the same for me if the situation had been reversed. Two older people who lived here earlier came and 

reassured us saying that nothing will happen and that we should not worry”. She also shared that, “The police 

never even showed their face here. At the end of it all some three policemen came and they went away racing 

at 120 kms at hour! The MLA should have thought not only about protecting his nephew but also the people 

who have supported him in this area. He is a good man who has done some good for the area. But like a 

mother who has to fairly deal with all her kids who are fighting with each other without taking sides, he should 

have looked at all as equals.” 

 

3.4.3e Munigowda 

The FFT also met Madhu s/o Munigowda, a well-respected person in the area who has also established the 

Sowbhagya school. His house was vandalised and vehicles burnt. The house of Munigowda too was 

ransacked and burnt when they were not in town. He said that they didn’t have any connection with the MLA 

and nor did they have any problems with him. He said that nothing was stolen from the house though it was 

vandalised. They had damaged the CCTV camera but they had managed to get the DVR and hand it over to 

the CCB. 
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Image 7: Burnt vehicles in Munigowda’s house 

 

He claims that the CCTV has caught footage of some people distributing money to the rioters and he believes 

that it is they who burnt the house. He was convinced that none of the rioters were from the area and they 

would have recognised them if they were local. “In fact the local Muslims slept here to protect our house till we 

came back” he said. 

 

3.4.3f Arun Gowda 

Echoing similar sentiments, Arun Gowda, whose lives next to Naveen’s house whose bike was also burnt by 

the mob shared the following with the FFT that met with him. “All this seems to be a political gimmick. It was 

all my Muslim friends who came and helped me. They feel very guilty and bad about what happened. The 

police called me and asked me to come and give a complaint. An FIR has been registered. The mob was from 

outside. We have had no tensions in this area. Now life has returned to normal after that disturbance of one 

day.” 
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Image 8: Vehicles burnt outside Arun Gowda’s house 

 

3.4.3g Voices of local activists 

Apart from those who were directly affected by the riots the FFT also spoke to some local social and political 

activists to get their perception and experience of the violence.  

 

The FFT spoke to Nataraj, a social worker who was born and brought up in Kaval Byrasandra. He was present 

in his office during the incident and lives close to the houses of Sampath Raj and MLA Srinivas. The mob 

according to him was divided into three groups. One which started from Naveen’s house, one which reached 

to MLA Srinivas’s house and then another group that was gathering at D.J. Halli PS. He expressed the opinion 

that the mob he saw did not seem to have much information regarding the forwarded Facebook post and had 

gathered together only to create chaos and to damage the public property. He shared with the team that 

although they seem to have come prepared with weapons like sticks and swords he did not feel that they had 

targeted any particular community’s vehicles or property. As he said “This was not a communal or even a 

political riot. The mob was so charged and excited they were burning whatever they could see and were 

shouting slogans. The situation was very serious and none of the local people had the opportunity to talk to or 

calm down the crowd.” In his view the mob could have listened to the leaders or at least waited for two hours 

for the police to take action which they did not do. 

 

According to him there has been no history of violence between two communities before. This is the first 

incident which different individuals have exploited. 

 

Similar opinions were expressed by Aravinda, the political activist associated with the BJP. He told us that he 

was busy putting together a list of all those who had suffered damage and loss as a result of the riots. The list 

was going to be submitted to the government. 

 

When the team asked him if there was deliberate targeting of some families during the violence, he said that 

while this area – JC Nagar / Munireddypalya – is very sensitive this particular incident was not born out of a 

communal or a Hindu Muslim problem. While pointing out that some houses were targeted – like that of 

Munigowda, Saravana or Arun Gowda he said that this seemed to be more some kind of personal vendetta 

and did not have communal or political overtones. In Doddannanagar, Munigowda whose house was targeted 

has no political affiliation. He did not feel that the attack was pre-planned and the crowd just reacted to a 
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specific situation which different parties took personal and political advantage of. As he shared with the team 

“The local Muslims tried to stop the crowd from breaking and vandalising property but the rioters were those 

who came in from other areas. Near Saravana’s house a Muslim young man came forward to stop them from 

burning the house. But later on he was picked up by the police for questioning. I went and released him saying 

that I know this boy and he will never get involved in anything like this. The same people also tried to form a 

human chain around the temple in order to save it.” 

3.4.4 Police Version 

The various FIRs give an indication of the damage to the vehicles and properties. Of course, these are 

complaints and are only allegations at this stage. 

 

Shri Pavan Kumar T’s complaint stated that around 8.30 pm around 500-600 persons shouting and using foul 

language starting creating havoc by breaking the windows and glass of the house using rods and rocks. Around 

200-300 persons entered the house and set fire after putting petrol to the sofa set, TV, fridge, cot, bed and 

household items.49 

 

Shri Krishna S who works at Dilip Bar stated that at 8:45 pm, hundreds of Muslims shouted for the workers in 

the bar to close the doors, and between 10.00 and 10.30 pm, hundreds of persons broke the shutters/windows, 

and set fire to the bar.  

 

Shri M.K. Rama Reddy and Shri Prakash stated that at around 8.45 or 9.00 pm, thousands damaged private 

doors/windows, and damaged the private vehicles on the ground nearby.50  A similar complaint is stated in Cr 

No. 218/2020.  

 

Shri Ramaswamy K.H. was working at a private company, and at 9:00 pm he saw a group arrive at Kaval 

Byrasandra Road and set alight vehicles standing on the road. 20-25 persons broke the lock of his house, , 

entered his house illegally and broke several items. They also stole money, jewellery, a gas cylinder and 

expensive saris.51  

 

Ajadevaiah stated that at 9.30 pm, persons used rods, stones and wooden sticks and attacked Shri 

Shivakumar’s vehicle which was taken by the driver at night to cover the incident to the station. The complaint 

was against the assault of the driver and the vehicle.52  

Shri A. Raabi complained that at around 9.30 pm, 200-300 persons gathered and 200 entered his house, stole 

his phone, cash, and set his car on fire.53  

 

Shri Pradeep T. stated that at 9.30 pm, around 200-300 persons in a group gathered after the derogatory post 

against Prophet Mohammed came holding weapons to Kaval Byrasandra road setting fire to the vehicles on 

the road. Around 200 persons entered his household, damaged the household items, stole gold/silver and 

cash, and set fire to the vehicles.54  

 

Shri Mune Gowda and Vikas Gowda state that at 10.45 pm, a group of Muslim individuals made life threats to 

Vikas Gowda, broke down the main door of his house, forced themselves inside brandishing weapons. They 

broke all the equipment in the house, including electronic equipment, destroyed three two-wheelers parked in 
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front of the house and set fire to the car. They also destroyed the household items.55 

 

Shri Shanta Kumar’s complaint also indicates that at 10.45 pm, 100-150 armed persons destroyed private 

vehicles in the area.56 Shri Aravinda’s house was also damaged between 9.15 and 10.00 pm.57 

 

As pointed out above, Cr. No. No 196/2020 registered on the complaint of D.J. Halli PSI, Raghavendra states 

that the police went to apprehend Naveen at his house at 8.00 pm but could not catch him since he had 

escaped. Then, there was a huge armed crowd of “hundreds of people belonging to the Muslim community”, 

and senior officers also arrived and the crowd was dispersed before 10.45 pm.  

 

While it may be a fact that the police when they went to arrest Naveen confronted a hostile mob there are a 

number of discrepancies compared with what the residents of Kaval Byrasandra, including Naveen’s father 

told us.  

 

 The only time the police came to Kaval Byrasandra was around 9.00 pm or 9.30 pm in response to 

the many calls made by several people saying that violence has started. And even at that time only 

two or three policemen were sent to Naveen’s house. They were turned back by the mob. Moreover, 

the FFT was told that the police had not come to pick up Naveen but in response to the distress calls.  

 There is no clarity as to what time the police came to pick up Naveen. According to his father he was 

picked up from outside by a police person called Raviprasad who took him away on a bike earlier at a 

time that he is not sure of. 

 Not even one person on the ground corroborates a PSI’s statement that a senior officer came to the 

spot with more police force who managed to disperse the crowd such that he returned by 10.45 pm. 

According to all who spoke to the FFT the police who were only a handful in number fled from the 

scene and nobody came till after 12.30 pm until which time the mob was allowed to have free rein to 

perpetrate the violence it did. In fact the account of the Suvarna reporter who was there on the spot 

says that the violence abated with the Garuda forces staging a flag march around 1 am after which 

the police commissioner arrived. 

3.4.5 Post Violence 

As told to us by some of those impacted, post the riots, the area, particularly Muninanjappa Garden, has been 

visited by many government representatives and politicians including Sadananda Gowda and Shobha 

Karandlaje. Apart from them we were told that a retired judge, DGP and other individuals came to make 

enquiries about the violence and damage done to their properties. All of them have filed cases with the police 

and also sought compensation. The BJP representative we met seems to have taken the initiative to prepare 

a list of damages and present it to the government for action. Representatives from the RSS have met with 

Naveen’s family and offered them legal support for Naveen. The family has refused, preferring to go to their 

own lawyer. We were also told that while initially many youth were arbitrarily also picked up after inquiry many 

of them were released with Akhanda Srinivas Murthy’s help. 

 

Common observations from diverse eye witnesses 

 The mob largely comprised youth between the ages of 18 and 25 and most appeared to be inebriated. 

Initially comprising around 200 the numbers swelled over the hours to around 2000. 

 While the common targets were the houses of Naveen and the MLA Akhanda Srinivas Murthy the 

other targets seemed more arbitrary and included houses and property of Hindus, Muslims and 

Christian. 

                                         
55 Cr. No. 216/2020.  
56 Cr No. 222/2020. 
57 Cr No. 224/2020. 



 

36 

 All spoken to said that this was the first time that they witnessed violence like this in their area where 

there has never been any Hindu-Muslim problem and everybody has lived together in peace. 

 Teams from the RSS/BJP had come to the area and were apparently attempting to speak to the Hindu 

households impacted to help them get legal help and compensation.  

 Some people were of the opinion that the violence was fomented by non-locals. Many Muslims from 

the locality went to the aid of Hindu and Christian families and saw that they were sheltered in Muslim 

houses fearing that they might be targeted. They also attempted to stop the mob from inflicting damage 

on properties. Some reporters were sheltered in the house of a Christian family. Local Hindu leaders 

including the MLA have also helped to secure the release of those Muslim youth who they felt were 

clearly not part of the violence. Like one handicapped boy and another who was standing in front of 

his own house and watching the mob. 

 All those we spoke to without exception felt that this was a local issue, an incident which had been 

taken advantage of by different political interests. 

 Almost all, including his own family, felt that Naveen had provoked the violence with his inflammatory 

post. 

 All condemned the violence as totally unnecessary and as a result of which so many innocents are 

now paying the price. 

 Almost all those affected and impacted including Naveen’s family, the water plant owner, the family 

the FFT spoke to in Muninanjappa Garden and the family that lives behind the bar condemned the 

delay and total inaction of the police. As one person said “In movies at least the police come after all 

the fights are over. Here they did not come even when it was over!” 

3.5 Deaths and injuries 

The incidents of August 11 have left four persons dead and scores injured. Vazid Khan (19 years), Yazin 

Pasha (21 years), Sheikh Sadiq s/o Muktiar Pasha succumbed to bullet injuries while Sayyad Nayeem (24 

years) died due to other injuries. 

 

According to the Police Commissioner more than 80 policemen were injured but the FFT was unable to meet 

them despite making repeated requests to various police officials. We also approached Ambedkar Hospital 

where several of the injured were being treated but we were not given permission to meet them. 

3.5.1 Yasin Pasha 

The FFT met the family of 21-year old Yasin Pasha who was shot on August 11. Yasin’s family comprises his 

parents, older brother and his family and a sister. He used to work at the mutton shop owned by his older 

brother. The family said, “At around 10.30 he came to his brother’s house to have dinner. He was on a bike 

returning home after dinner when this happened”. The family lives near the police station and the family said 

that Yasin had to go past the police station to reach his house. According to medical reports a bullet entered 

his fore arm and went through his abdomen. The police say he died on the spot. The family says, “Our son 

was innocent. He had done nothing. He was just on his way home. We have lost him. If that is not enough they 

have put a slew of cases on him. We will fight it. First they killed our boy and now they are trying to destroy his 

name. We will challenge them”. They go on to say, “Justice has died. The government is theirs, the police is 

theirs. Whom should we go to? Who will give us justice?”. Hospital documents are provided as evidence in 

Annexure 4. 

3.5.2 Sayyad Nadeem 

As the FFT climbed the steps of the house, two agarbathis were lit outside the house giving some indication 

of signs of mourning. A man was sitting and reciting some prayers. Nadeem’s mother came and sat next to us 

and started speaking. There were no visible signs of mourning. Just a swallowed sense of shock and pain. 
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She and her husband tell the story of how they heard about their son’s death. 

 

Twenty-four -year-old Syed Nadeem was one of those who were injured in the police firing on the night of 

August 11. His family told the FFT that they were worried when he did not return home from work. He used to 

go do carpentry. When the family called him around 8.30 pm he said that he would be home soon. They said, 

“At around 12.20 we got a call saying that he has been shot and some members of the public have taken him 

to Ambedkar hospital. We rushed to the hospital and found that he had been shot – there was a wound in his 

side and on his hand like a bullet had gone through”. The doctor told them that an x-ray was needed and asked 

the family to make the payment. On looking at the x-ray, the doctor told the family that there was no bullet 

inside and it was just a wound, which he then stitched up. Nadeem’s mother said, “But my boy was complaining 

that he felt that something was still lodged inside. And he said he was in deep pain. We believed the doctor 

and went to get some medicine”. The father said, “The police was picking up anyone even coming to meet the 

injured at the hospital so I stood some distance away and my wife went to bring the medicines. We thought 

that since the doctor said he was alright we would pay the bill and then pick him and take him home. But the 

time we went back we saw that he was not in his bed. The police had arrested and taken him away”. 

 

The family said that they returned home around 5.30 am on August 12. At 8.30 pm on August 12 Nadeem’s 

mother went to the police station to get information about her son. She said that there were a lot of women 

around all of whom were being chased away by the cops. The family said that till Saturday (August 15), they 

did not know where their son was. They said, “At 5.00 pm on August 15, we saw his photo in the news and 

they were saying that he was dead”. On hearing of his death, the family immediately went to the hospital where 

the doctors told them that Nadeem had contracted Covid-19. They said, “He was absolutely fine on August 11. 

He did not have symptoms then how could he have died of Covid-19 in just a few days? We saw that there 

were stitches on the side of his body. We think that maybe there was some metal in his body which they did 

not detect during the x-ray and maybe that is how he died”. On asking to see the death report, the family said,” 

neither Ambedkar hospital nor Bowring hospital gave us any documents. We do not have anything to show 

what could have happened to him. We do not even have his death certificate”. 

 

Police Version 

As per newspaper reports, Mr. Sayyad Nadeem, aged 24 years, an accused who was arrested on Wednesday, 

in regard to the violence on August 11 (Tuesday), was remanded to judicial custody the same day, by the 

Magistrate before whom he was produced after medical tests were conducted, and that on Thursday he 

complained to the prison authorities of severe abdominal pain, following which he was hospitalised, where he 

underwent surgery but could not recover and died.  

 

He is accused No. 12 in Cr. No. 195/2020 (D.J. Halli P.S.). and as per the remand application he was one of 

the 15 persons who were immediately arrested after the firing. He was produced, along with the other accused, 

before the Magistrate on August 13, 2020. The Order dated 13.08.2020, in the Order Sheet of the XI ACMM, 

Mayo Hall, states that the arrested were remanded to judicial custody.  

 

There are several unanswered questions in his regard: 

 

 The injury suffered by Mr. Sayyad Nadeem was reportedly from being hit by tear gas, for which he 

had received first aid before being arrested, and about which he had informed the police. Why is it 

that he was not provided immediate medical attention? Why was he sent to judicial custody after 

having been injured?  

 Mr. Sayyad Nadeem is reported to have tested positive for Covid-19 when he was admitted to 

Bowring Hospital. As per Addendum bearing no. HFW/245/ACS/2020 dated 08.07.2020, the police is 

required to “compulsorily and immediately” get carried out tested for Covid-19 of all arrested 

persons, and, further, the arrested persons would be sent to the jail along with Covid-19 negative 
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certificate. Was this complied with in regard to Mr. Sayyad? Was he sent to jail with a Covid-19 

negative certificate?  

 The circumstances surrounding his death are of great concern because he was apparently shot as 

informed to the family and despite their pleas, he was arrested and put in judicial custody without 

medical attention. Thereafter it is revealed that he has tested positive for Covid and the cause of his 

death is abdominal pain. This needs to be thoroughly investigated. 

 The death of Mr. Sayyad Nadeem is an “unnatural death”.58 In this regard it is necessary to state that 

the Supreme Court has passed a judgement dated 15.09.2017 in “Re – Inhuman Conditions in 1382 

Prisons” (Writ Petition (Civil) No. 406 of 2013) directing payment of compensation to all cases of 

unnatural deaths in custody. The Supreme Court held that: “But it is important for the Central 

Government and the State Governments to realize that persons who suffer an unnatural death in a 

prison are also victims - sometimes of a crime and sometimes of negligence and apathy or both. 

There is no reason at all to exclude their next of kin from receiving compensation only because the 

victim of an unnatural death is a criminal. Human rights are not dependent on the status of a person 

but are universal in nature. Once the issue is looked at from this perspective, it will be appreciated 

that merely because a person is accused of a crime or is the perpetrator of a crime and in prison 

custody, that person could nevertheless be a victim of an unnatural death. Hence the need to 

compensate the next of kin.”. 

3.5.3 Sheikh Sadiq 

The FFT met Sadiq’s mother who was absolutely inconsolable on the loss of her young son. She has lost her 

husband and has another son and a daughter both of whom are married. Her older son is suffering from cancer 

and lives separately with his family. Her daughter is expecting her second child and is in the final stages of 

pregnancy. Sadiq’s mother depended on him for running the house and for shouldering social responsibilities 

like taking care of his pregnant sister etc. Sadiq used to drive an auto. During the lockdown the family faced a 

serious financial set back. On August 11, Sadiq had gone to visit his maternal uncle who lives near the D.J. 

Halli PS. His mother said that he did not come home all night. She had left the door of the house open, not 

being sure when he would come home. The next day before noon, the family received photos of a person who 

was killed in the firing the previous night. That is how the family got to know that Sadiq was one of the three 

persons who succumbed to police bullets the previous night. He had been hit in the chest. Sadiq’s mother 

said, “If they wanted to disperse the crowd they could have shot at the legs, why kill them? If they had been 

injured in their leg, they would recover. Where will I get my boy from now?”. A resident of the locality who was 

present said that Sadiq was an innocent boy. He was only concerned with his work and home. He also said 

that this family has indeed seen too much suffering and that this was something that the family would find it 

difficult to emerge from. 

3.5.4 Saddaf Baig 

Saddaf Baig was injured on his face when a sharp object hit him in the right side of the eye and exited from 

the bridge of his nose on the left side. The family reported that he was taken to Santosh hospital by a person 

in the crowd where after first aid he was sent to Bowring hospital. The hospital referred him to NIMHANS from 

where he was discharged and sent to St. John’s hospital where he was finally admitted and treated. His family 

members say they received a call from Saddaf at around 12.30 when he was in Bowring hospital. The family 

                                         
58 According to the National Crime Records Bureau (NCRB), unnatural deaths include suicide, murder by inmates, death due to assault 

by outside elements, death due to firing, death due to negligence or excesses by jail personnel, etc. Further “Deaths due to Negligence 

& Excesses” has been further sub-categorized into negligence by jail staff or jail medical staff or police staff or outside hospital medical 

Staff and Excesses (torture) by jail personnel. Rule 2(f) of the Karnataka (Investigation of Unnatural Deaths and Conduct of Inquests) 

Rules, 2004, defines “unnatural death” to mean death of a person caused by suicide or by another, or by an animal or by a machinery or 

a motor vehicle or by an accident, or under circumstances raising a reasonable suspicion that some person has committed an of fence 

or foul play. 
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said that Saddaf who was working in Shivaji Nagar had come home early with a headache, took medicine and 

slept. He woke up late and went to Shivaji Nagar. The family says that Saddaf whose house is in the road 

opposite the police station, was on his way back home when he was hit at 11.45 pm. According to the family 

Saddaf has lost complete eyesight in his right eye and partial eyesight in the left. The family says that after he 

is discharged Saddaf has been sent to judicial custody. The family has spent Rs. 40,000-50,000 on Saddaf’s 

hospital expenses. According to the family the doctors say that there is a possibility of Saddaf recovering 

eyesight in his left eye if he receives medical attention. However, since he is in custody, one cannot be sure 

about whether Saddaf will have the opportunity to try and regain eyesight in his left eye. Saddaf Baig’s hospital 

documents are annexed in Annexure 5. 

3.6 Attack on media 

Many journalists reporting on the spot that night were injured. As the violence amped up, the police began 

retaliating, injuring some journalists in the process. Nolan Pinto, a reporter from India Today, noted that he had 

been on the scene with a colleague, Prajwal Bhat, a reporter from The NewsMinute, when police approached 

them in riot gear and told them to leave the scene. In his testimony, Pinto says, "As we were walking away, a 

policeman came and was clearly drunk. He used his lathi to hit me on my legs and my thighs”. Pinto’s claims 

were corroborated by his colleague Bhat, who was also on the scene at the time,  "I was hit on the back and 

there were bruises the next day, but I continued reporting. The only thing was that Nolan was bleeding from 

the back of the head.” He claims that the police were ‘agitated’ and ‘the situation was so hostile that police 

were driving journalists away from the spot.’ According to Bhat, Pinto’s wound needed to be bandaged for 

which they needed to be at a safer location, further away from the scene of violence. Although Bhat says that 

not all police were hostile, he also confirmed that some police personnel were ‘hostile and used lathis’ to drive 

away reporters. 

 

Prajwal Bhat criticised the police handling of the riot, for arrests that were made without proper procedure and 

for keeping the media from doing their job, "I think I should get a press card the size of my jacket. Apart from 

that I don’t know how to tell the police that I’m a journalist and I’m doing a job just like them. Contain the violent 

situation but you cannot be denying access to journalists to report from there". He added that the police 

‘unilaterally decided to drive back media personnel who were reporting from the spot’, making it difficult for 

journalists to cross the barricades to report. 

 

Reporters were also injured by the enraged mob, as stated by Hidayathulla and Ravi, two reporters from 

Suvarna TV. According to Hidayathulla’s testimony, he had to separate from his cameraman, saying that the 

crowd ‘had their eye on us’ and had to hide in neighbouring houses for safety. Ravi also confirmed that some 

persons were violent, saying "They hit my vehicle which was parked 1 km away" and "broke the logos and 

shattered our cameras into pieces." Both reporters also confirm a knife attack on another Suvarna TV reporter, 

Pradeep Kadge, who had to be taken to Ambedkar Hospital and needed stitches.  
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Chapter 4: Post-violence events 

4.1 FIRs 

A total of 15 FIRs have been registered at the K.G. Halli PS. Of these nine are on the basis of complaints filed 

by the police while six are private complainants. The police complaints are in regard to the incidents that took 

place at K.G. Halli PS, between 9.00 pm to 11.30 pm, including the vandalism, violence and damage to 

property. Incidentally the FIR, Cr. No. 232/ 2020 is by a Muslim, Chandasab Pinjar, police constable at K.G. 

Halli PS in regard to his motorcycle being set on fire. Of the private complainants, two are journalists with 

Suvarna news and their complaint pertains to the damage to their vehicle and camera. The remaining 

complaints, including by two Muslims, are regarding to their vehicles being damaged. 

 

Out of the 53 FIRs lodged in the D.J. Halli PS regarding the incident, 21 complaints were filed by police officers 

and 32 were private complainants. This includes the complaint against Naveen for the Facebook post, Cr. No. 

194/2020 lodged by Firdos Pasha. The private complainants have filed FIRs regarding the damage to their 

vehicles and houses.  

 

One issue that has to be raised is that in certain FIRs such as Cr Nos. 196/2020, 214/2020, 215/2020, 

216/2020, 228/2020, 241/2020, and 234/2020 (D.J. Halli PS) the complaints are against “unknown Muslim 

persons”, or “unknown Muslim youth”. However, given that all the accounts indicate that there was complete 

darkness in the areas during the attacks, and none of the rioters were known to the complainants, it is unclear 

in what manner conclusions were drawn regarding the religious affiliations of the rioters. Further the FIRs are 

“open FIRs” causing much apprehension that these could become a tool to harass people. 

 

The three persons who were killed in the police firing have been arraigned as accused in criminal cases filed 

around the August 11 violence. Vazid Khan (19 years) and Yazin Pasha (22 years) who died in the police firing 

are arraigned as accused in Cr. No. 195/2020 (D.J. Halli PS). Sheikh Sadiq s/o Muktiar Pasha is made an 

accused in Cr. No, 229/2020 (K.G. Halli PS).   

 

Nine persons injured in the firing and under treatment in hospital – Firoz, Sadaf Baig (21 years), Jameer (18 

years), Mansoor Ahamad (35 years), Firoz (28 years), Saddam (20 years), Chand Pasha (33 years), Arpath 

Pasha (17 years) and Mohammad Sadiq, are accused in Cr. No. 195/2020 (D.J. Halli PS).  

 

Members of the Secular Advocates Forum also shared that in several instances, the same person was 

implicated in multiple FIRs. 

4.2 Arrests 

The FFT has learnt that 400-500 people have been arrested across the 68 criminal cases registered in the 

D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli police stations. Various newspaper reports place the number at 400. Unfortunately, 

despite the FFT’s best efforts, the meeting with the Police Commissioner, wherein this information was sought 

to be secured, could not materialise. 

 

The FFT met families of those who have been arrested in D.J. Halli, K.G. Halli and other areas including 

Nagawara with the objective to know if the arrests were made as per procedures mandated and to understand 

the experiences of the family. The FFT also attempted to meet police officials to understand the arrests from 

their perspective. The Team was able to meet only the DCP(NE). Below is a detailed account based on first 

person interviews. 
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4.2.1 D.J. Halli 

A 16-year-old boy who works as a car mechanic was picked up on August 17 night at 1.00 pm. 2-3 

plainclothesmen came and took him away. However, he was let off on the night of August 18 as he was a 

minor. FFT was informed that his family paid Rs. 1,60,000 to have the boy released. The FFT was unable to 

meet the father to verify this. 

 

An auto driver who lives in D.J. Halli with his wife, 4 sons and a daughter. They have been living there for the 

past 20 years. On August 17, police went to their house at 1.00 am. Their 21-year-old son was arrested. The 

son is a clothes vendor in Shivaji Nagar. The family told us that faced with hunger and deprivation during 

lockdown, he used to sell clothes in a street corner in D.J. Halli itself. They said their son was an innocent and 

hard-working boy. The father said that he had gone to the pharmacy to buy medicines. There was a CCTV 

camera which captured this and he was arrested. The father also said, “The police told us that someone had 

forwarded some messages to him. But what was his fault in this? Why are innocents being picked up?”. A 

Tamil woman who lives in the neighbourhood said, “I have also been living in this area for the past 20 years. I 

know this family. I have known the boy since he was born. The boy they have arrested is a good innocent boy 

who would never be involved in anything bad. This is clearly targeted”. When the police came to arrest this 

boy, they asked the father where his other son was. The older son has been living in the village for some years. 

Yet the police knew that there were other sons in the house. The father asked the FFT, “How did the police 

know I have other sons? They must have access to some database”. The parents have been visiting the police 

station every day since he was arrested, but still have no information on where he is or how he is doing. The 

father said that they have no FIR no. or Crime no. The family said that they have contacted a lawyer to help 

get their son out on bail.  

 

The FFT spoke to another Tamil family on the same street. The person told us that the police do not come to 

their house and they feel no threat from the police. He said, “Once a policeman knocked on their door in the 

night but when they knew we were not Muslim, they asked us to go inside”. 

 

One person in D.J. Halli shared that his nephew who was working as a carpenter in his workshop, was picked 

up at 3.00 pm from the workshop in the guise of getting some wood repairs done in the police station. 

4.2.2 K.G. Halli 

As the team waited outside the police station, they met with a man and his brother who were inside to meet 

the K.G. Halli Circle Inspector to seek information about the whereabouts of his son Arif and nephew. Their 

house is behind the police station in Pillana Garden, and their sons were taken away at 3.00 pm on August 

14. As he was asked by the police to visit them, they had come to the police station. However, they were not 

provided with any information on the whereabouts of their children at the police station, nor were they allowed 

to go inside the station.  

 

Below are narrations of the families of the some of those arrested: 

 

Seven policemen broke into the house of Md. Hussain (30 years) and Noor Mohammmad (32 years), both 

residents of Vinobhanagar, opposite the K.G. Halli PS, and took them away in a vehicle at 1.30 am on August 

12. The next morning, as 40-50 people gathered around the police station to ask the police about the 

whereabouts of their relatives who were taken away the previous night, the police did not hear their pleas and 

made them wait till evening. “A BMTC bus took at least 80 people on August 12 and when we asked the police 

where they were taking them, they arbitrarily said Bellary or Parappana Agrahara. Hussain or Noor were not 

involved with any organisation, nor did they know why they were being taken away,” said Anees Baig, an auto-

driver. 
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Yunis, 18, was taken away from his house at 3.00 pm on August 14. His family learnt that Yunis was arrested 

only the next day as the family was preoccupied with a wedding and was away at their relatives house. When 

the family went to the police station to enquire about the whereabouts of Yunis, they were given a slip of paper 

stating that an FIR was registered with Crime No. 232/2020. “We have no idea why the police took him. He 

was not involved with any organisation. We have been living here for years and this is the first time such a 

thing has happened,” Ismail’s family members said. 

 

Shoukat is a 28-year-old worker and lived in Fatemeh Layout, Govindpur. Tahseem, his mother, was in tears 

when the police took away her husband after breaking into her house at 4.30 AM on August 14. “The police 

didn’t say anything and did not respond to my pleas. I came to know later that all those arrested were taken in 

a police van to Parappana Agrahara Jail. We have no further information, no crime number, nothing told to 

us,” said Saleema. Fatima, the wife of Gouhar (38 years old), an auto driver, narrated the sequence of events 

on the day her husband was arrested. The couple was asleep in their home at Kushalnagar, when they were 

woken up with a start by the sound of police and “some men in military uniform” banging on their front door. 

She said that the police warned them that if they did not open the door, they would shoot them. “We were told 

that they are taking my husband for an enquiry and that he would be sent back. When I went to the police 

station later, the arrested men were being taken in a police van to Parappana Agrahara apparently,” she said.  

 

Junaid, a garment worker was taken away on the night of August 14 at 3.30 am. The incident was narrated by 

Junaid’s neighbour, Anant, who said that they heard a noise in the wee hours of August 14 and stepped out 

of their house in Kushalnagar to see what was going on. There were five policemen who were outside and one 

of them asked Anant if they had seen any public entering their building, to which he said no. The police then 

asked them to go back to sleep, and proceeded towards Juanid’s house. Anant mentioned that there was 

always unity between communities in the lane where he lived and that they have not experienced incidents of 

violence in the area before. Anant was reticent and did not say anything more about the incident.  

 

Yusuf, the father of Ahmer, a 26-year-old who has completed B.Com, narrated how Ahmer was arrested in the 

wee hours of August 12, at 3.30 am. Five policemen banged on the door of their house in Kushalnagar and 

when he opened the door, the policemen barged in and took Ahmer away while stating that they would send 

him back in an hours’ time. When Yusuf followed them to the K.G. Halli PS, they saw that all those arrested, 

including his son, were being taken in a BMTC bus. When they tried to speak to Ahmer, the police pushed 

them aside and no information was given to them about their son’s whereabouts. 

 

Irfan (28 years) is a resident of Kushalnagar who works for an iPhone service company in Yelahanka. Zainab, 

his mother, said that in the early morning on the day he was arrested, about 10 to 12 policemen came banging 

on their door and said they would break open the door if they did not open it. “They said they will talk to him 

for two minutes and send him back and took him in a van to Parappana Agrahara Jail,” she said. Rehan owns 

a cyber cafe and was questioned by the police. Since he asked a few questions in return, they did not ask him 

to come to the police station. According to him, the police sought two hours to register an FIR about the 

Facebook post, but what he saw between 10.45 pm and 11.00 pm was that about 500 people had gathered at 

K.G. Halli PS and he said that he heard firing. He extended his support to those who were affected and was 

willing to help them out. Shabnam, wife of Dastagir Sharif, a 45-year-old auto driver and a resident of 

Kushalnagar, said that her husband had returned home late by 12.00 am and was in the house. He had had 

dinner and had fallen asleep, when five policemen broke into the house, destroyed all household items, and 

caught him roughly and asked him to go to the police station with them. “He was in his lungi, when he was 

taken away. No officer wants to speak to us even when we have been going to the station everyday. One 

police officer asked us to get a lawyer as my husband has been booked in Crime No. 229/2020,” she said. 

 

Shamsuddin (27 years) was taken by the police “for enquiry” at 3.30 AM and later let off at 12 PM on August 

12. Rashida narrated that they came out of their house at 9.30 PM on August 11 when they heard noises, they 
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saw a lot of people running. They then learnt of the Facebook post. She said that there was no electricity 

between 12.00 am and 1.00 am and they heard firing in the area. “The policemen were spread out in groups 

of five in the neighbourhood. About 140 youths were picked up that night,” she said. 

 

Aabid (39 years) returned home from his job at a city restaurant and ate his dinner. He was standing in the 

balcony watching what was happening and was picked up by the police. Asifa, his mother, narrated his story.  

 

Aliya, a distraught mother of Adnan (20 years) and Afad (31 years), narrated in tears how the entire family had 

fallen asleep at 11.00 pm on the night of August 11 and were unaware of what transpired in the area. When 

the police banged in their door, they were shocked. They barged into the kitchen and the bedroom and asked 

her sons to accompany them to the police station. They told the family that their children were being taken for 

enquiry and that they will be sent back in the morning at 10.00 am and took the boys in a van. When she 

repeatedly asked the policemen questions, no information was given about where they were being taken. “The 

police told me that it may be four days or 40 days and that we shouldn’t ask them! A few days later, another 

police officer said that my sons were in Bellary jail in crime no. 229/2020 and Section 307 was charged against 

them,” she said. 

 

Akram (33 years) does POP work and had returned home at around 11.00 pm from Pillana Garden, and had 

dinner before he went to sleep. At 4.00 am on August 12, the police entered their house and took him away, 

said Zoya, his wife. When she ran after the police to ask where they were taking her husband, they did not 

allow her to follow, neither did the police answer her questions. 

 

Mehrun’s husband Shoaib was taken away by the police at 3.00 am on August 12, When they did not open 

the door, the police broke a window. Thereafter, the policemen roamed freely inside the house, kitchen, 

bedroom, etc. When Mehrun went to see her husband at the police station, she saw three police vans leaving. 

It was when she watched news on TV that she saw that her husband was taken to Ballari Jail. 

 

Shazia, is a single mother, living in a small, one-room rented house with her three sons – Toufiq (20 years), 

Khursheed (19 years) and Azhar (16 years). She is a garment worker and is struggling to provide education 

to her youngest son – Munnawar. The three sons have small jobs, and one of them works in a mobile company. 

She recalled that on August 12, at 3.00 am, she heard loud banging and kicking on her door. Frightened, she 

opened the door and the policemen entered the house and woke her sons up and dragged them to the K.G. 

Halli PS. The search operation was done in 10 mins. Shazia said, “Should the police do such things? When I 

went to the police station later, I kept asking them desperately where my sons were.” Munnawar was let off 

after four days and said that they had been taken to the DCP’s office. Munnawar could not recognise the place, 

but recognised the board outside the office. Munnawar’s friend Zeeshan (15 years) was also taken away and 

released later. Munnawar was kept in Madiwala Police Station. About 87 people were picked up, and 17 were 

taken to Madiwala Police Station, he said. He said that the police looked after them well and gave food three 

times a day. Shazia was very anxious about her two sons as they supported the family. 

 

A girl from neighbourhood, who was vocal about what transpired in the area spoke to the FFT. She was worried 

about her neighbour who worked in a restaurant, who was taken away by the police. She said that there was 

pelting of stones and she heard firing at about 12.15 am. A group of people walked through the area chanting 

slogans that the Prophet could not be demeaned. She said that the mob did not consist of local people and 

that they might have been outsiders. She witnessed some incidents from her balcony where she saw the police 

firing and the mob of 200 people running helter skelter and dispersed on bikes. At 3.30 am, she could hear the 

police banging on doors, and many of them were wearing body shields and were taking away boys for enquiry, 

telling the family members that they would be sent back. The neighbours cooperated because of this 

assurance. She learnt that about 80 people were arrested. “I feel sad that so many people were taken away, 

as many had health problems. Why should they have been taken? Laws are being blatantly violated and many 



 

44 

men have fled from here in fear. I have no information about my friend and the police statements are very 

arbitrary. This is not fair as many women and children have not seen their loved ones in a long time. They 

must let us communicate with them”, she said. 

4.2.3 Zafrulla Layout, Nagwara 

Zafrulla Layout in Nagawara was one of the places the police raided on the night of August 11. People in one 

of the streets of the layout reported to the FFT that on the August 11 night at around 3.30 am, about 100-150 

policemen entered the lane. They had come with three vans. Over two hours, the police forced their way into 

people’s homes and picked up a total of 30–35 men from among a cluster of 40-45 houses. The people living 

in the lane reported that the police were there for about two hours. 

 

The people reported that the police banged on doors and broke window panes and if the door was not opened, 

they even broke open doors and barged into the homes. The women reported that they opened cupboards 

and bathrooms looking for anyone who might be hiding. They even opened small cabinets. “Who could be 

hiding in these small spaces? What were they looking for?” one woman asked. They picked up anyone younger 

than 35 years and took them away. In one of the houses the police even vandalised the kitchen. Apparently 6-

8 policemen entered each house. 

 

  
 

Image 9 and 9a: Windows broken by the police / RAF on the night of August 11 

 

One of the women whose family member was picked up said that, “We did not know about the incident (in D.J. 

Halli and K.G. Halli) until we woke up the next morning. When they took him away, we do not even know why 

he was being taken.” They did not take the mobile phones of those arrested. 
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The lane that the police entered was a long one. However, the police entered homes only in the first half of the 

lane. There was also a Christian house at the end of the first half of the lane, but according to the women, 

when the police got to know it was a Christian house, they asked the family to go back inside. 

 

One of the men picked up was not even from the area. He along with his wife and children was visiting his 

wife’ parents. His wife’s brother had passed away a month ago and they were there to attend some related 

functions. Another woman whose son was picked up said that they had moved to the area just the previous 

day. Another person arrested was a young man from UP who was working in the IT sector in one of the nearby 

tech parks. He had returned from his office at 7.00 pm and was at home the entire evening. In another house, 

all three sons were picked up. The older son’s wife was expecting to deliver a baby soon and one of the sons 

was to be married on the August 13.  

 

Most of the men picked up were from the working class – welders, tempo drivers, working in small shops, 

tailors, auto drivers and carpenters. Even two currently studying were picked up. One of the women said, “We 

were already struggling because of the lockdown. My husband, a tailor, had lost his job and was taking small 

orders and working from home. We were barely making ends meet. Now he has been arrested. What are we 

to do? Where do we get the money from to pay lawyers?”. 

 

 
 

Image 10 and 10a: Doors broken by the police / RAF on the night of August 11 

 

One of the women has gone to the K.G. Halli and D.J. Halli PS every few days to find out where her three sons 

were and how they were doing. She said, “I have gone to the police station a few times. They just beat us up 

and end us away”. The women reported that they wanted to go the police station to find out what happened to 

their family members. However, they are afraid to go alone. The men who have not been arrested do not want 

to go to enquiry since they are worried that should they might also get detained / arrested.  
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The police did not inform the families why the men were being taken away and where to. The women reported 

that, “the police told us they would be questioned and sent back. It has been 11 days now, we still have not 

heard from them”. They got to know from television coverage that the men have been taken to Ballari.  

 

Several of the women reported, “We are afraid even now. We stay awake during the night and sleep in the 

early hours of the morning”. One of the families has even moved out of the area, concerned that the other 

young sons will be detained. 

 

On asking the people of the layout why this particular section was targeted, a few people said that a person 

from down the road had been injured. They said that this connection could be a probable cause of the crack 

down.  

 

The women reported that no elected representative had visited them nor had any civil society organisation. 

They had been trying to get references of lawyers to meet but were concerned about how they would be able 

to meet legal expenses. The Christian family reported that they had been living in this area for more than 20 

years. They said that there is a cordial relationship between all families irrespective of religion. 

 

According to the remand application dated 13.08.2020 in Cr. No. 229/2020 of K.G. Halli PS, arrests in Zafrulla 

Layout were made on 2 occasions on the same day. Both operations were done by the 2nd police team headed 

by Nagraj Nedalagi PSI. The first set of ten persons were brought to the police station at 5.45 am and the next 

group of 10 persons was brought at 8.15 am. According to the remand application, the people were found “with 

donnes and stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on Zafrulla Layout main road. They pelted 

stones at us and tried to run away, but the police team chased them and caught 10 of them”. 

 

There is a difference in what the people reported and police narrative of the situation as regards the manner 

in which the arrests took place; the timing of arrests; number of people arrested. There is no mention or 

explanation of the broken doors and windows for which people have presented evidence. 

4.2.4 Fatima Enclave and R.K. Heritage, Shampura 

Fatima Enclave is a building with approximately 10-12 residential units and R.K. Heritage is an apartment 

complex with two wings and 93 residential units located in a lane in Shampura. The residents of both these 

buildings allege that on August 13, 1.00 am, about 200-300 police and/or RAF conducted a night raid in both 

the buildings. It was reported that the police was carrying guns and firearms. According to some of the 

residents, they were in blue military uniform and came in 10 Hoysala jeeps and some vans. The residents said 

that the police and RAF entered Fatima Enclave first and about 50-60 police entered each house and arrested 

all the young men in the building. A total of 10 men were arrested from Fatima Enclave. Except for an old man 

and another middle-aged man who has a disabled child, all the others from the building whom the FFT spoke 

with were women. 

 

The residents said that the police/RAF first broke open the gate of the building. The loud noises woke up most 

of the residents. One of the families said that they were terrified that if they didn't open the door when the 

police banged on it and therefore immediately opened it. About 50 men barged into the house, opened 

cupboards and cabinets as if they were looking for something. They even broke the bathroom door while 

checking to see if someone was hidden there.  

 

They took away the 26-year old son of the house. The FFT spoke to the young man’s sister who was in tears 

since she did not know where her brother was and how he was doing. She said that she, her parents and 

brother lived in the house. Her mother is diabetic and does not hear well. Her father is a heart patient. The 

family runs a biryani shop in Kothanur and her brother had returned that evening with a leg ache and was 

sleeping. The sister said, “We did not even know that something was going on D.J. Halli PS. My aunt called 
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and told us that there were some reports of violence on the TV. That is when I put on the TV and woke him up 

to show him what was happening in D.J. Halli PS. My brother is innocent”.  She said that her brother was taken 

away in the clothes he was sleeping. “The police did not even allow him to change his clothes or wear any 

footwear. They just dragged him out”. Some people had told the family that the young man was in Ballari and 

others said he was in Parappana Agrahara.  

 

 
 

Image 11: Bathroom door broken by the police / RAF 

 

In another house, all 3 sons of the family, aged 26, 24 and 20 years were taken away on August 13. The oldest 

son worked in Air Asia, the second supplied chicken to hotels and the third worked in a clothes store in 

Commercial Street. The mother, whom the FFT spoke to said that she followed the police till the gate. The 

police asked her to go to D.J. Halli PS during the day. The mother has been visiting the police station every 

day but returns with no information. She said, “They are arresting innocents. We are being targeted. We had 

heard that this happens in UP. Now it is happening here too”. She heard that her sons had been taken to 

Adugodi police station and from there to jail. 

 

The families were particularly concerned about the health of their family members. They said, “They just put 

them all in a bus and took them away. We hear stories about jails being overcrowded. During times of the 

Covid-19illness we are afraid for them. They went away healthy, we don’t know in what state they will return. 

There will be no one to take care of them in case they fall ill.” The families were well aware of the precautions 

to be taken for the COVID 19 illness. They said, “Some weeks back they were releasing people from jail 

because of congestion there, now they are taking them by the hundreds. We heard that 200 people have been 

taken to Bellary jail”. 

 

In another instance, the sons and a son-in-law of a family were picked up. According to the family, they are 

aged 19, 23 and 29years. The son-in-law is the principal of a college and his wife, the daughter of the house 
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is seven months pregnant. His wife had sent an email to the Commissioner of Police on August 17 along with 

a letter seeking to know the whereabouts of her husband. However as on August 20, when the FFT’s met her 

she had not received any response. The email and letter are annexed as Annexure 6. The family reported that 

they were afraid when the police broke open the gates to the building and did not open the door. The family 

said that the police then broke open the door and barged into the house and vandalised it. When media 

reporters visited their house to report the arrests, they told the family, “You must have done something else 

why will the police break open the door?”. 

 

 
 

Image 12: Door of the house broken by the police / RAF 

 

In another house, where a man, his wife and 3-year-old lived, the man was picked up. His wife said he was 

running a temperature. She said, “I gave the men in uniform my husband’s tablets, they took it from my hand 

and threw it on the floor. I don’t know how he is now”. She said that she had left her 3-year-old daughter with 

her parents, since she needed to visit the police station and meet lawyers to help her husband get released.  

 

All families told the FFT that when they asked the police where they were taking their family members, the 

police told them that they would take them out for 10-15 minutes for questioning and they would return. 

However, they were made to stand in a line on the street and for some time and after they had picked some 

more men from the neighbouring building all of them were made to get on to a bus and it left. When the women 

asked the police why they were taking their innocent family members and to let them go, the police responded, 

“When you were doing all this you did not think, now you are crying?”. 

4.2.5 Meeting with Mr. Bhimashanker Guled, DCP(NE) 

Mr. Bhimashankar Guled was the only police officer who spoke about the incident to the FFT. 
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On being asked about arbitrary arrests, he said, “They have only used videos to arrest, the chances of arresting 

innocents are very less. There were Muslims helping us, protecting us. A police station is a service station for 

the community. We don’t want to take innocents, unless there is some proof, evidence.” 

 

On being asked if mobile towers were being used to track persons, he said, “It is impossible to use towers to 

track persons, we will have arrested so many then.” 

4.2.6 Overall Observations from people’s narratives and field visits 

 Almost everyone the FFT met believed that innocent bystanders have been arrested. One of the 

Modi masjid committee members said, “Local people were walking from the bus stop to their homes. 

They stopped to see what was going on. And now they have been caught. To go from Periyar circle 

to their homes, there is no other way but to go past D.J. Halli PS. The most vulnerable people who 

were walking on the streets have been caught as culprits.” 

 Apart from one or two instances, all the arrests that the FFT documented were done in the night 

between 1.00 –and 4.30 am. 

 Since the police have filed open FIRs the men, especially youth are terrified that they will be 

arbitrarily picked as has been the case until now. Several young men have fled the area in fear of 

such an arrest happening. 

 In none of the arrests, the police have explained why the men were being arrested and for what 

charges. 

 After the men were taken away, families were not informed about the whereabouts of the men. Most 

often women would visit the police station to get information about where their family members were. 

This is because the men were afraid to go to the police station for fear of being picked up. The 

women would be chased away and sometimes even beaten. Police resorted to derogatory language, 

saying that the women were ‘doing drama’ 

 The FFT observed that when the pressure on the police to give details of those detained / arrested 

increased, the police set up a table in a small by-lane opposite the D.J. Halli PS where the police 

responded to queries of the people regarding their family members. Family members were asked to 

produce the Aadhar card of the family member who had been picked up. If the name of the person 

did not feature in the list with the police, they took down names and Aadhar numbers. 

 The residents of all three areas, but especially fo D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli live in constant fear of 

when the police will come banging their doors in the night. They do not send messages any more 

and are also afraid of answering phone calls. 

4.2.7 Police version 

The FFT was able to access the remand application dated 13.08.2020 in Cr. No. 229/2020 of K.G. Halli PS, 

which details the manner in which the arrests of 99 accused were made. According to the remand applications 

all these accused (A1, A2, A17 to A113) were arrested on August 12, 2020 at 9.00 am after being picked up 

earlier that morning, by five police teams constituted solely for the purpose of tracking down the accused. The 

first police team was headed by Rajesh H. PSI and had five constables. The second police team was headed 

by Nagraj Nedalagi PSI and had four constables. The third police team was headed by Ramesh PSI and had 

four constables. The fourth police team was headed by Santhosh Dubbin PSI and had four constables. The 

fifth police team was headed by Dinesh Kumar ASI and had five constables. All the teams picked up the 

arrested persons in the following manner according to the police59: 

 

 First police team: 25-30 persons, with stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on 

the road in front of the water tank in Muslim Colony. They pelted stones at the police team and tried 

                                         
59 The  arrests made by the five teams have been listed according to the time arrests were made. 
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to run away, but the police team chased them and caught 9 of them. They were brought to the police 

station at 5.00 am. 

 Second police team: 35-40 persons, with donnes and stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful 

assembly on Zafrulla Layout main road. They pelted stones at police team and tried to run away, but 

the police team chased them and caught 10 of them. They were brought to the police station at 5.45 

am. 

 Third police team: 20-25 persons, with stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on 

Venkateshpuram main road. They pelted stones at police team and tried to run away, but the police 

team chased them and caught 11 of them. They were brought to the police station at 6.00 am. 

 1st police team - 25-30 persons, with stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on 

Venkateshpuram main road. They pelted stones at police team and tried to run away, but the police 

team chased them and caught 11 of them. They were brought to the police station at 6.00 am. 

 Fourth police team: 35-40 persons, with stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on 

Kushalnagara main road. Of them some were instigating killing the police who come to catch them. 

When the police went closer, the people saw them and pelted stones at the police and tried to run 

away, but the police team chased them and caught 11 of them. They were brought to the police 

station at 6.45 am. 

 Fifth police team: 35-40 persons, with donnes and stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful 

assembly on Kushalnagara main road. When we went close to them they pelted stones at us and 

tried to run away, but the police team chased them and caught 10 of them. They were brought to the 

police station at 7.00 am. 

 3rd police team - 20-25 persons, with stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on 

Bharat Mata Layout main road. When they saw the police they pelted stones at the police and tried 

to run away, but the police team chased them and caught 11 of them. They were brought to the 

police station at 7.45 am 

 4th police team - 30-40 persons, with stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on 

Arogyamma Layout main road. Of them some were instigating that we will kill the police who come to 

catch them. When the police went closer to them, the people saw them and pelted stones at the 

police and tried to run away, but the police team chased them and caught 9 of them. They were 

brought to the police station at 8.00 am 

 5th police team - 25-35 persons, with stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful assembly on 

Anwar Layout main road. When they went close to them they pelted stones at the police team and 

tried to run away, but the police team chased them and caught 8 of them. They were brought to the 

police station at 8.30 am 

 2nd police team - 30-40 persons, with donnes and stones in their hands, had formed an unlawful 

assembly on Zafrulla Layout main road. They pelted stones at the police team and tried to run away, 

but the police team chased them and caught 10 of them. They were brought to the police station at 

8.15 am 

 

That this sequence of events is unbelievable, is apparent right on the face of it for atleast the following reasons: 

According to this story arrests, each of the teams have reported the same narrative. Infact each of the 

narratives are ad verbatim. Also, since the size of each team was about 5 and they have arrested 30-40 

persons, it means that each policeman had to run behind, catch and restrain one person and repeat this to 

catch the next!  

4.3 Section 144 clamped 

On August 12, 2020, a Prohibitory Order under Section 144 of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 was 

imposed by the Police Commissioner and District Magistrate, Bengaluru from 6.00 am on August 12, 2020 till 

6 am on August 13, 2020. It prohibited the following activities in the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli PS Jurisdictions:  
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1. No person can engage in any activity that would cause any harm to the public.  

2. A gathering of more than two persons cannot be formed, and cannot move about unnecessarily.  

3. Processions and meetings cannot be held.  

4. Carrying any weapons, ammunitions, swords, bricks, stones, knives etc. or any object used for 

physical violence.  

5. Carrying and storing any explosive materials, carrying or storing stones, missiles, or weapon objects.   

6. Displaying of persons or their corpses, shouting, signalling, singing, playing music, displaying images, 

signals, posters or any display of such materials.  

 

On August 12, 2020, the Order under Section 144 was extended from 6.00 am on August 13, 2020 till 6.00 am 

on August 15, 2020 in the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli PS jurisdictions, prohibiting any protests and related actions 

in the area. The Section 144 Order prohibited the aforementioned activities.  

 

These Orders were issued in light of the damage caused to the police stations, and the unlawful activities of 

setting public property on fire, and damaging public property, and to prevent danger to innocent persons and 

public property. The prohibitions were extended through an Order dated 14.08.2020, from 6.00 am on August 

15, 2020 to 6.00 am on August 16, 2020.  

 

Section 144 Prohibitory Orders are issued in urgent cases of nuisance or apprehended danger and fall within 

the exceptions to rights freedom of speech and expression or peaceful assembly, under Article 19(2), for 

reasons of public order. An Order of such a nature which interferes with the freedom of speech and expression 

under Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution, or the freedom to assemble peacefully without arms under Article 

19(1)(b) of the Constitution, cannot be a sweeping Order that bans all forms of expression such as “discussion” 

or “incitement”. In Shreya Singhal v. Union of India,60 the Hon’ble Supreme Court stated that mere discussion 

or advocacy of a cause howsoever unpopular is at the heart of Article 19(1)(a), and can be prohibited only 

when such speech of expression leads inexorably or tends to cause public disorder.  

 

Specifically, the restriction on displaying images, singing, or displaying posters may not be considered a 

reasonable restriction, as it is insufficient to conclude that there is an imminent threat to public order, and it is 

only when speech certainly leads to incitement of violence or the commission of offences, that restrictions can 

be imposed.61 In In Re Ramlila Maidan Incident,62 the Supreme Court has categorically stated that the 

restrictions imposed must be the least intrusive measure necessary to achieve the state interest, viz, the 

maintenance of public order. Therefore, while certain restrictions may have been necessary on account of the 

imminent threat of violence and danger to persons/property, the nature of the restrictions imposed could be 

considered disproportionate to the aim of maintaining public order.  

 

The FFT met members of the Secular Advocates Forum, some of whom had attempted to reach food and 

provisions to the people in the area since the imposition of prohibitory orders had made it diffcult for people to 

purchase food grains. However, the police initially did not allow this, with some members of the police force 

even saying, “We want to punish them and you want to feed them?”. It is only after permission was sought 

from higher police officials that they were allowed to reach food and foodgrains to the affected people.

                                         
60 (2015) 5 SCC 1, at para. 13.  
61 Superintendent, Central Prison v. Ram Manohar Lohia, 1960 AIR 633.  
62 (2012) 5 SCC 1, at paras. 28, 179. 
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4.4 Invoking UAPA 
The police have invoked offences under Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 in some of the FIRs 

related to the violence, including Crime No. 195 (D.J. Halli Police Station) Crime No. 229 (K.G. Halli Police 

Station) and includes Section 15, 16, 19 and 20. As per records Crime No. 219 (K.G. Halli Police Station) 

invokes The Scheduled Castes and Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989. 

 

Section 15 defines a terrorist act as follows: 

15. Terrorist act. 

(1) Whoever does any act with intent to threaten or likely to threaten the integrity, security, economic 

security, or sovereignty of India or with intent to strike terror or likely to strike terror in the people or any 

section of the people in India or in any foreign country: 

(a) by using bombs, dynamite or other explosive substances or inflammable substances or firearms or other 

lethal weapons or poisonous or noxious gases or other chemicals or by any other substances (whether 

biological radioactive, nuclear or otherwise) of a hazardous nature or by any other means of whatever nature 

to cause or likely to cause - 

(i) death of, or injuries to, any person or persons; or 

(ii) loss of, or damage to, or destruction of, property; or 

(iii) disruption of any supplies or services essential to the life of the community in India or in any foreign 

country; or 

(iiia) damage to, the monetary stability of India by way of production or smuggling or circulation of high 

quality counterfeit Indian paper currency, coin or of any other material; or 

(iv) damage or destruction of any property in India or in a foreign country used or intended to be used for the 

defence of India or in connection with any other purposes of the Government of India, any State Government 

or any of their agencies; or 

(b) overawes by means of criminal force or the show of criminal force or attempts to do so or causes death of 

any public functionary or attempts to cause death of any public functionary; or 

(c) detains, kidnaps or abducts any person and threatens to kill or injure such person or does any other act in 

order to compel the Government of India, any State Government or the Government of a foreign country or 

an international or inter-governmental organisation or any other person to do or abstain from doing any act; 

or commits a terrorist act 

 

Section 16 prescribes the punishment for terrorist act. 

 

Section 19 prescribes the punishment for harbouring, etc., and Section 20 provides for punishment for being 

member of terrorist gang or organisation and provides that “Any person who is a member of a terrorist gang 

or a terrorist organisation, which is involved in terrorist act, shall be punishable with imprisonment for a term 

which may extend to imprisonment for life, and shall also be liable to fine.” 

 

Thus, the government sees the violence as a “terrorist act” done by a “terrorist gang or organisation”. There 

is absolutely no logic to this and clearly the UAPA is being deployed to create a political narrative that 

furthers the communal agenda of the government. This is obviously so since, the violence that took place on 

the night of 11th August, however condemnable, is not a terrorist act. 

 

Unlawful Activities Prevention Act (UAPA) was passed in 1967 with the purported purpose of tackling 

unlawful activities and terrorist organisations. It has been amended on several occasions. In 2004 UAPA was 

amended to introduce substantial changes to the definition of ‘unlawful activity’, while including the definition 

of ‘terrorist act’, ‘terrorist organisation’ and ‘terrorist gang’. Amendments in 2008 introduced provisions similar 

to POTA and TADA regarding maximum period in police custody, incarceration without a chargesheet and 

restrictions on bail. Further amendments in 2012 were introduced to expand the already vague definition of 
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“terrorist act”. The amendment in 2019 allows the categorisation of individuals as terrorists. 

 

UAPA is draconian as it turns all basic principles of criminal jurisprudence on their head by denying the 

accused any possibility of a fair trial. It has been widely criticised within India and internationally for being in 

contravention of the Indian Constitution and India’s obligations under international human rights law.63 The 

reasons for this are apparent as seen below: 

 UAPA confers discretion for search, seizure and arrest that is much broader than under the Indian 

criminal procedure code.  

 A court can authorise an initial period of 90 days pre-charge detention without special grounds of any 

kind. A court can extend detention for up to 90 more days if the public prosecutor files a report with the 

court “indicating the progress of the investigation” and the specific reasons for the continued detention 

of the suspect—a very low threshold to enable an additional three months of pre-charge detention.  

 Further it allows the accused to be held in police custody for 30 days instead of 15 days. 

 Thus, it statutorily condemns an accused to pre-trial detention since the police has a period of 180 

days to investigate the case (as opposed to the usual 60 to 90 days under CrPC), added to the fact 

that accused are not entitled to bail if the Court is of the opinion that there are “reasonable grounds for 

believing that the accusation against the person is prime facie true”. Experience of the operation of 

UAPA has demonstrated that this translates into practical improbability of securing bail when the 

offences are under UAPA. 

 The easy denial of bail under the UAPA facilitates police and prosecutorial abuse of the law to allow 

prolonged pre-trial detention contrary to general Indian criminal law and international human rights 

law.  

 UAPA also stipulates wide arbitrary powers in regard to search, and seizure. It authorises “any officer 

of a Designated Authority” to search any person or property, and seize any property or arrest any 

person, where they have “reason to believe from personal knowledge or information given by any 

person and taken in writing ... or from any document” or thing that an offense has been committed 

under the UAPA (sec. 43A.). Further authorities acting under the UAPA can also compel information 

from third parties without a court order or judicial warrant (sec. 43F). Thus, a superintendent of police 

could authorise an officer to compel any government agency, corporation, or “any other institution, 

establishment, organization or any individual” to furnish information “where the investigating officer 

has reason to believe that such information will be useful for, or relevant to” the investigation. Failure 

to comply with the demand is punishable by up to three years in prison.  

 It also creates a strong presumption against bail and anticipatory bail is out of the question.  

 It creates a presumption of guilt for terrorism offences merely based on the evidence allegedly seized. 

 It reverses the principle of “innocent until proven guilty” and reverses the burden of proof. Section 

43(E) stipulates that for an offense under section 15 (“terrorist act”), the “Court shall presume, unless 

the contrary is shown, that the accused has committed such offence” if any weapons or other material 

used in this act were (a) recovered from the possession of the accused or if (b) fingerprints or any 

other definitive evidence suggesting the involvement of the accused in the offence were found at the 

site of the offence. This provision is highly problematic because it permits an individual to be convicted 

of acts of terrorism solely on the basis of material evidence, without any showing of intent to commit a 

crime. It shifts the burden of proof onto the defendant to prove there was no such intent, even though 

there is a great risk that police could plant such evidence to ensure detention.  

 International law mandates that everyone charged with a criminal offense has the right to be 

presumed innocent until proven guilty, and this presumption of innocence is fundamental to the 

protection of human rights and imposes on the prosecution the burden of proving the charge beyond 

                                         

63 For instance see “Back to the Future India's 2008 Counterterrorism Laws”, Human Rights Watch, which is relied upon in this section.  
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reasonable doubt. It cannot be derogated from especially in in view of the Supreme Court of India 

repeatedly holding that this presumption is part and parcel of the right to a fair trial.  

 UAPA, effectively, encourages abusive prosecution, undermines the basic right to a fair trial right and 

creates enormous risks of wrongful conviction. It bestows arbitrary powers to incarcerate persons and 

target organisations that a regime finds politically undesirable. 

 

UAPA stands in contradiction to the basic tenet that an accused is entitled to a fair trial and that a conviction 

resulting from an unfair trial is contrary to our concept of justice. It stands in blatant contradiction to the 

principle upheld repeatedly by the Courts that conducting a fair trial for those who are accused of a criminal 

offence is the cornerstone of our democratic society.  

 

An analysis of NCRB data reveals facts crucial to putting in context the use of UAPA in regard to the 

Bengaluru violence. Since 2014 there has been a rise in the use of UAPA, and, in fact, the use of UAPA has 

substantially increased in States where the BJP has been in power. NCRB data confirms the critique of the 

use of UAPA as a weapon to incarcerate persons indefinitely, without trial, while delaying investigation. As 

per its 2018 report 3920 UAPA cases were pending investigation from previous years in addition to 1182 

fresh cases, totally making it 5107 cases under the UAPA pending till 2018. 

 

Thus, as the trial takes years to conclude, sometimes to even commence, pre-trial detention is the norm, 

since bail is rarely granted and given that there are hardly any convictions in UAPA cases, the process is the 

punishment. 

 

The government is trying all-out to construct a narrative that the unwarranted violence that took place on the 

night of August 11, 2020, is a “terrorist act” by invoking UAPA. This is totally unacceptable and epitomes the 

politicisation of this crime. It would not be out of place to highlight the Special Communication dated May 6 

by United Nations Special Rapporteurs to the Central government raising serious concerns with respect to 

violation of human rights that are made possible by several provisions of the Unlawful Activities (Prevention) 

Act 1967 especially around the definition of a ‘terrorist act’ as per UAPA, which differs significantly from what 

is accepted under international law. It calls the UAPA definition “overboard and ambiguous” and notes that 

“(T)he adoption of overly broad definitions of terrorism therefore carries the potential for deliberate misuse of 

the term and pose the risk that, where such laws and measures restrict the enjoyment of rights and 

freedoms, they will offend the principles of necessity and proportionality that govern the permissibility of any 

restriction on human rights.” 

 

This highly arbitrary invocation of the UAPA in the present case showcases the government’s invidious 

political intent to further a communal narrative against the Muslim community, and target the SDPI, which to 

the government is an undesirable political organisation. 

 

The invocation of UAPA has echoes of its use in the Bhima Koregaon case where it has been invoked to 

arbitrarily and indefinitely keep behind bars well known human rights activists.  This methodology of invoking 

the UAPA was again followed by the police following the Delhi pogrom where thousands were arrested and 

kept again in indefinite detention.  The fact that the UAPA is invoked in Karnataka as well for this incident, is 

a warning sign of the deeply authoritarian path this government is seeking to tread.  

 

The fact that the police have in this case of what is at best a localised issue of violence, invoked such a 

heavy instrument of the law and sought to label it a terrorist act, bespeaks the governments malicious intent. 

This invocation of the UAPA has to be opposed and the government must withdraw all charges under these 

highly arbitrary provisions.  
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Firstly, families did not know where the men arrested were and how they were doing. As information started 

coming about UAPA being invoked, the panic spread since families did not know at first who was arrested 

under UAPA. As this information started emerging, families of those arrested under UAPA have been 

running from pillar to post trying to access legal support to help get the men out and are shocked to learn 

from lawyers the draconian nature of the law and the impossibility of bail.  

 

The people were of the opinion that these were trumped up charges on false premises. They believed that 

what happened in DJ Halli was a localised issued and connections with national and international conspiracies 

were being made only so that innocents could be targeted. 

4.5 Claims Commissioner 

There has been a clamour to recover the damages to private and public property from the accused. 

 

The Supreme Court in Destruction of Public and Private Properties Vs. State of A.P. and Ors. [AIR 2009 SC 

2266] initiated suo motu proceedings in regard to the issue of large scale destruction of public and private 

properties in the name of agitations, bandhs, hartals and the like. The Court appointed two Committees: one 

headed by a retired Judge of the Court, Justice K.T. Thomas and another Committee headed by Mr. F.S. 

Nariman, a Senior Member of the Legal Profession.  

 

The Government of Karnataka filed Writ Petition No. 9287/ 2020 on August 19, 2020 before the Karnataka 

High Court seeking for the appointment of a “Claims Commissioner to assess the damage caused to public 

and private property, as well as injury to persons, during the violent incidents on the night of 11.08.2020, and 

award compensation to be payable in accordance with the directions of the Hon'ble Apex Court by affixing 

liability on the actual perpetrators of the crimes, as well as on the organizers of the riots, which led to 

widespread destruction of private and public property” 

 

The Karnataka High Court has passed an order dated 28.08.2020 appointing Hon’ble Shri Justice H. S. 

Kempanna, a retired judge of the Karnataka High Court as the Claims Commissioner in terms of the directions 

of the Supreme Court. The High Court has also held that the liability will be borne by the actual perpetrators 

of the crime as may be finally determined by the High Court and that “after the learned Claims Commissioner 

submits a report, this Court will have to determine the liability after hearing the parties.” The Court has further 

directed that “(Considering the fact that the Claims Commissioner will have to estimate the loss or damage 

caused to public and private property and investigate liability, wide publicity shall be given by the State 

Government to the appointment of the Claims Commissioner and calling upon the persons whose properties 

have been damaged or destroyed, to submit the particulars before the learned Claims Commissioner to enable 

him to assess the damage caused to the public and private properties. The publicity shall be given as per the 

directions of the Hon’ble Claims Commissioner” 

 

It is necessary to note that the Hon’ble High Court while appointing the Claims Commissioner, has made it 

clear that they have not gone into the veracity of the allegations contained in the FIRs. Pertinently, the Court 

held that “…While we deal with the issue, we must make it clear that we are not concerned with the correctness 

or otherwise of the allegations made in the FIRs. However, even the State Government has accepted that in 

the alleged incident, there was destruction of private and public properties. At this stage, it is not for us to 

decide who are responsible for the destruction of private and public properties. It is a matter of investigation 

and enquiry.” 

 

The filing of the Writ Petition by the State Government raises certain questions which may require 

consideration. It appears that this is the first time that the Government of Karnataka has filed such a writ petition 

seeking for the appointment of a Claims Commissioner. 
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In this context it is important to mention that in the first week of September 2020, the BJP government decided 

to withdraw 62 criminal cases pending against it party leaders, including sitting MPs and MLAs, despite the 

Director General and Inspector General of Police, the Director of Prosecution and Government Litigation and 

the Law Department recommending against it. The cases pertain to incidents of violence, destruction of 

property and vandalism among others include those against Law Minister JC Madhuswamy, Tourism Minister 

CT Ravi, Hospete MLA Anand Singh, Agriculture Minister B.C. Patil, among others. Cases against Mysuru MP 

Pratap Simha and his supporters pertaining to the vandalism and violence they engaged in on December 3, 

2017, on the occasion of Hanuman Jayanthi in spite of prohibitory orders are among the cases being 

withdrawn. The MP was facing allegations of driving his car over the police barricade. In this regard, Law 

Minister Madhuswamy, stated that “Decision on these 62 cases was taken earlier, we have withdrawn cases 

in the past as well in which Congress and JD(S) leaders were involved. But this cannot mean that those 

involved in cases like the Bengaluru riots and loot will be spared,”. Incidentally earlier in May, 2020 the BJP 

government recommended the withdrawal of 46 cases of violence and hate speech, mostly against BJP 

leaders, Vishwa Hindu Parishad (VHP) leaders and several right- wing organisations, accused of being directly 

involved in violence that erupted around the birth anniversary celebrations of Tipu Sultan. 

 

The other aspect to bear in mind is the fundamental principle of presumption of innocence, which cannot in 

any way be damaged by any other proceedings. Article 14 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political 

Rights (ICCPR) provides that “In the determination of any criminal charge against him, or of his rights and 

obligations in a suit at law, everyone shall be entitled to a fair and public hearing by a competent, independent 

and impartial tribunal established by law.” Article 14(2) further provides that “Everyone charged with a criminal 

offence shall have the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law.” Similarly, Article 

11(1) of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948) states that "Everyone charged with a penal offence 

has the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law.” 

 

The Supreme Court has held that “A fundamental postulate of criminal jurisprudence is the presumption of 

innocence, meaning thereby that a person is believed to be innocent until found guilty.” 

 

It is in fact taking cognizance of this that the Karnataka High Court even while passing the order appointing 

the Claims Commissioner has held that they are not concerned with the correctness or otherwise of the 

allegations made in the FIRs and that the same is a matter of investigation and enquiry. Thus, the instant 

process of ensuring the payment of compensation is required to be undertaken in a manner that in no way 

affects this fundamental right of the accused to a free and fair trial. 

4.6 The media trial and the role of social media 

4.6.1 Social Media 

4.6.1a Trigger itself was a Facebook post and lack of police action upon protest against it 

The triggering of the incident was the subject of a post on Facebook, and the lack of police action when 

protestors demanded that the person who posted it be arrested. 

 

It was posted by P. Naveen Kumar, nephew of Congress MLA Akhanda Srinivasa Murthy, in response to a 

thread on Facebook. Charges filed against him were Section IPC (153) A (promoting enmity between 

different groups on grounds of religion, race or place of birth etc.) and Section IPC (295) A (deliberate and 

malicious acts, intended to outrage religious feelings of any class by insulting its religion or religious beliefs). 

 

News reports state that Naveen subsequently deleted the post and claimed his account was hacked. 

 

Information regarding the post and the events of August 11 were circulated through Instagram Stories and 
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Live, and WhatsApp, which defy proper documentation because of the former’s ephemeral nature and the 

latter’s closed nature. However, sufficient evidence exists to understand the manner in which these platforms 

were used. 

 

Instagram was also widely used to urge people to stay indoors and not fuel the tensions. Accounts of 

Muslims with several thousands of followers reminded people to maintain peace, and reminded them of 

accompanying COVID-19 dangers. 

 
 

4.6.1b Responsibility on the part of Facebook/Instagram/WhatsApp to intervene in the matter of Naveen 

posting the controversial message, or in responding to the live streams during the incidents of August 11 

Facebook Inc. moderates content on Facebook and Instagram and has notice of widespread hateful content 

on WhatsApp, although no moderation is done given that WhatsApp is a messaging service. However, it has 

been seen that Facebook has consistently and spectacularly failed at content moderation, so while 

Facebook had a responsibility, users have not been able to rely on this mechanism. Even aside from the 

said post, there are innumerable pages, groups and posts that incite hate and violence on religious grounds. 

 

Facebook through its Facebook’s Community Standards page and Hard Questions blog post clarifies the 

following: 

“We define hate speech as a direct attack on people based on what we call protected characteristics – race, 

ethnicity, national origin, religious affiliation, sexual orientation, caste, sex, gender, gender identity and 

serious disease or disability.” 

 

“We’re committed to removing hate speech any time we become aware of it.” 

 

Yet, Facebook does little to moderate posts which represent hate speech.64 65There is no information about 

                                         
64 Facebook defines hate speech as: “a direct attack on people based on what we call protected characteristics — race, ethnicity, 

national origin, religious affiliation, sexual orientation, caste, sex, gender, gender identity, and serious disease or disability. We protect 

against attacks on the basis of age when age is paired with another protected characteristic, and also provide certain protec tions for 

immigration status. We define attack as violent or dehumanizing speech, harmful stereotypes, statements of inferiority, or calls for 

exclusion or segregation.For more details: https://www.facebook.com/communitystandards/hate_speech.  
65  Facebook India: Towards The Tipping Point of Violence Caste and Religious Hate Speech. Equality Labs, Soundararajan, T., 

Kumar, A., Nair, P., Greely, J.  
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whether people attempted to report the posts in question. However, given the virality of the posts, the 

numbers of people participating, the cross-platform nature of distribution of information and Facebook’s 

inadequacy in moderating with contextual understanding and sensitivity, user responsibility through reporting 

of posts has been unsatisfactory as a mechanism. 

 

4.6.1c Role of memes, infographics and other types of content that do not make the threshold of hate 

speech, either by community standards or by the law as designed in the time of different media, and whose 

impact is therefore not counted 

Following are examples of how selective facts are combined with divisive opinions that nudge people 

towards generalised hate towards Muslims, and the benevolence of Hindus.  

 

 
 

Following are hate-mongering distorted facts that are presented in the form of INFOGRAPHICS with 

insinuations or suggestions. “You can see for yourself” kind of orientation of information, which undoubtedly 

distorts causes and effects but brings a semblance of “proof” in the minds of people who are likely to be 

biased against Muslims. 

 

Below for example, you can see the second screenshot undermining peacekeeping efforts. In the first 

screenshot, you can see a map with just the places of worship of Muslims and Christians seen, urging 

people to then come to a rational/logical conclusion about the relationship between these communities and 

violence. In the third screenshot, the trigger for the entire chain of events is fixed at a comment made by a 

Muslim boy about a Hindu god. This was found to be false, however, even if that were true, how the narrative 

around what was the precise trigger is spun is important, and also an act of responsibility. 

 

                                         
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58347d04bebafbb1e66df84c/t/5d0074f67458550001c56af1/1560311033798/Facebook_India_Re

port_Equality_Labs.pdf 
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Influencer accounts and personalities with right-wing ideology were major vectors that contributed to 

crystallising the narrative in the immediate aftermath. With a well-established network of followers and 

supporters, influencer accounts that offer to explain the incident were channels of distribution for 

Islamophobic narratives. 
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4.6.1d Immense amounts of misinformation, hate-mongering and provocation in the aftermath of the incident 

- Example from Instagram 

Documentation of abusive messages by Muslims by thehindustanivoice_ and used to incite further hatred. 
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Narratives unpacking the incident were provocative. In comment sections of posts like the above, there are 

insults by users to Hindu gods, Muslim gods etc. 

 

4.6.1e Social media posts/pages/groups cannot be seen in isolation, and must be seen as part of a larger 

information environment and an extension of events happening around us 

Platforms like Facebook and Instagram rely heavily on reporting, do not have language support or contextual 

support to understand and assess content on its platform. Facebook and Instagram are also unable to attend 

to the scale of hate speech on its platform. 

 

Across the world, the suitability of the tools to tackle hate speech itself are in question. An India-specific 

study66 done by Equality Labs found that more than 95% of reported hate speech in regional languages is 

not taken down. This study included Kannada language content as well. 

 

This particular case of Bengaluru violence and the surrounding narratives are exemplary of the fact that the 

current mechanisms of Facebook and Instagram are entirely incapable in dealing with the complex, dynamic 

nature of disinformation, hate speech and generally incendiary content. 

 

For example, even as there is attention about specific posts related to the August 11 incident, there are 

hundreds of posts with memes, disinformation, taken-out-of-context videos and images, opinions that are 

divisive etc. Below are a few examples of provocation, humiliation, intimidation and Islamophobia amongst 

millions of posts on Facebook and Instagram. 

 

                                         
66 Facebook India: Towards The Tipping Point of Violence Caste and Religious Hate Speech. Equality Labs , Soundararajan, T., Kumar, 

A., Nair, P., Greely, J.  

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58347d04bebafbb1e66df84c/t/5d0074f67458550001c56af1/1560311033798/Facebook_India_Re

port_Equality_Labs.pdf 

 
 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58347d04bebafbb1e66df84c/t/5d0074f67458550001c56af1/1560311033798/Facebook_India_Report_Equality_Labs.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/58347d04bebafbb1e66df84c/t/5d0074f67458550001c56af1/1560311033798/Facebook_India_Report_Equality_Labs.pdf
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These pages and accounts are populated with hateful, vicious content, that on a daily basis seed 

misinformation, fuel bias and sow discontent. The lack of intention and competence on Facebook’s part in 

dealing with the scale and magnitude of this content poses a real and growing threat to peace and security of 

persecuted communities, especially Muslims and caste-oppressed groups. 
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4.6.2 Trial by media67 

 

Since the violence of August 11, the 

episode of violence has been put through 

a media trial by both English and 

Kannada television channels and 

newspapers speculating and presenting 

rumours and speculation as facts, with 

little evidence to support their claims.  

 

 

4.6.2a English Media 

 

There are two stages of trial by media that 

has taken place along with the 

implications of public speculation within 

English media. Stage 1 includes the 

‘minor’ bias of articles published by media houses such as India Today, DNA and Hindustan Times whose 

reporting and evidence consisted mostly of ‘statements’ given by the Bengaluru Commissioner of Police, 

Kamal Pant, and a handful of politicians in the Karnataka government, including the Home Minister B.S. 

Bommai and minister for Kannada & Culture C.T. Ravi. Other than India Today, whose reporters were actually 

on the ground at the time of the violence, most of the other major media houses covered the event only in its 

aftermath and seemed to be relying on Twitter videos and statements from the police.68 Reliance on statements 

as evidence is dangerous in a situation where there is potential for political interference in the investigation. 

Stage 1 also includes the format of reporting called ‘gaslighting’ wherein facts are put as quotations, thereby 

removing the factual element from it and thus, introducing scepticism. While an India Today article directly 

called Naveen Kumar’s Facebook post derogatory, articles from Republic TV,69 Hindustan Times70 and DNA71 

used single quotes over the word and in some cases, like the Indian Express,72 did not even use an adjective 

for the post. This is a form of gaslighting, to introduce an element of suspicion about whether the post was at 

all derogatory or if that fact was merely alleged. English media houses did injustice to the perception of Muslims 

by making out as if the event erupted out of nowhere, and did not provide any context of the same.  

 

This leads us to Stage 2 of the analysis: the template narrative. The template narrative was born out of a tweet 

by the head of the BJP IT Cell, Amit Malaviya. Malaviya tweeted that there were ‘eerie similarities between 

Delhi riots and what happened in Bengaluru’ and begged the question of whether this was a ‘new template’.73 

Over the next two weeks, in the aftermath of the violence, several media houses published articles quoting a 

‘political conspiracy’. India Today published an article quoting  C.T. Ravi wherein he calls the entire incident 

‘planned’ but could only ‘confirm after investigation’.74 The Free Press Journal implied that there was a 

                                         
67 A detailed on the analysis of the coverage of key TV channels and newspapers in Kannada and English is annexed as Annexure 7. 
68 https://www.hindustantimes.com/bengaluru/bengaluru-metro-services-to-be-restarted-soon-yediyurappa/story-

zASW4iEweEBvBmQBaWxp5L.html  
69 https://www.republicworld.com/india-news/law-and-order/action-against-perpetrators-is-certain-karnataka-cm-on-bengaluru.html 
70 https://www.hindustantimes.com/india-news/bengaluru-violence-3-dead-over-100-arrested-after-arson-stone-pelting/story-

JWc6Cn6suN24Bft1I8iDeN.html 
71 https://www.dnaindia.com/india/report-bengaluru-violence-section-144-extended-in-dj-halli-kg-halli-areas-till-august-18-2837938 
72 https://indianexpress.com/article/explained/in-bengaluru-violence-a-small-party-and-a-wider-political-probe-6568420/ 
73 https://www.republicworld.com/india-news/law-and-order/action-against-perpetrators-is-certain-karnataka-cm-on-bengaluru.html 
74 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/bengaluru-riots-planned-karnataka-govt-damages-rioters-1710475-2020-08-12 

Source: News18 Kannada 

https://www.hindustantimes.com/bengaluru/bengaluru-metro-services-to-be-restarted-soon-yediyurappa/story-zASW4iEweEBvBmQBaWxp5L.html
https://www.hindustantimes.com/bengaluru/bengaluru-metro-services-to-be-restarted-soon-yediyurappa/story-zASW4iEweEBvBmQBaWxp5L.html
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correlation between the Delhi riots and Bengaluru riots,75 while B.S. Bommai himself stated flatly that the riots 

were a conspiracy.76 Zee News went so far as to not only call the violence ‘pre-planned’ but accuse the SPDI 

and PFI of being Islamic Fundamentalist organisations who started the riots with an agenda and also had a 

hand in funding the Delhi riots. The article implied that even the Delhi riots took place in stages, so as to 

indicate the extensive planning along with more vitriol about politicians refusing to speak out because of their 

‘Muslim vote bank’.77  

 

The first motive of this ‘template narrative’ is that it seeks to delegitimise the anti-CAA protests that took place 

in Delhi and implicates the protesters as violent while acquitting the Delhi police for any acts of brutality. 

Secondly, the constant repetition of the word ‘conspiracy’ serves as a way to manipulate the average media 

consumer into believing that there is a religious conspiracy at hand. B.S. Bommai himself called the motivators 

of the riots ‘Islamic radicals’.78 This sets a dangerous precedent as terms like ‘conspiracy’ are used to create 

the impression that violence involving Muslims is a part of a larger ‘Islamic’ narrative, further perpetuating the 

‘us versus them’ narrative. The most critical aspect here is that there was no evidence to suggest anything of 

the sort. C.T. Ravi’s earlier comment about the riots being pre-planned but the confirmation being released 

only post investigation is the perfect example. Without the conclusion of the investigation, it is irresponsible for 

media houses to fuel conspiracy theories particularly when they are politically motivated and communally 

coloured. 

 

Stage 2 also includes the specific alienation in resolution tactics applied by the state. Revenue Minister R. 

Ashoka directly referred to the protesters as ‘traitors’, noting that the state would follow the directions of the 

Supreme Court and recover damages from the protesters.79 Following terminology regarding a ‘conspiracy’, 

the usage of the word ‘traitors’ distinctly alienates those that are protesting. Karnataka Chief Minister B.S. 

Yediyurappa also noted that the state would employ a ‘special team’ to probe the matter.80 The dispensation 

of a special crime branch team leaves the impression that the motivations are far murkier but there has been 

little to no evidence released in the aftermath to indicate that a special team would have to be involved to 

investigate special motivations.  

 

The special motivations undoubtedly refer to the terror links that began popping up in the days after the arrest. 

Times Now published an 'exposé' in which Bommai states that the riots were motivated by ‘Islamic Radicals’ 

followed by a video of a Muslim man placing a ₹51 lakh bounty on Naveen’s head.81 After this, terror 

associations began to emerge. First, a Bengaluru based doctor was arrested by the National Investigative 

Agency with alleged ties to ISIS that he later confessed to. Although the case against him was filed in March, 

the arrest and subsequent reporting happened on August 18 and after.82 On the same day, a man was detained 

in Bengaluru for alleged links to Al-Hind, a terror outfit implicated in the killing of an RSS worker several years 

ago.83 The issue is not the fact of reporting these incidents, but the manner in which convenient terror ties 

                                         
75 https://www.freepressjournal.in/india/violence-breaks-out-in-east-bengaluru-over-derogatory-post-against-prophet-mohammed-cong-

mlas-home-attacked 
76 https://www.timesnownews.com/india/article/violence-in-bengaluru-over-social-media-post-on-prophet-muhammad/635528 
77 https://zeenews.india.com/india/bengaluru-violence-a-pre-planned-conspiracy-that-just-needed-a-spark-to-explode-2302369.html 
78 https://www.timesnownews.com/india/article/bengaluru-riots-muslim-man-from-meerut-offers-rs-51-lakh-for-killing-karnataka-mla-ra-

srinivasmurthys-nephew/636722 
79 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/bengaluru-riots-planned-karnataka-govt-damages-rioters-1710475-2020-08-12 
80 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/karnataka-cm-yediyurappa-condemns-bengaluru-violence-ensures-action-culprits-1710325-

2020-08-12 
81 https://www.timesnownews.com/india/article/bengaluru-riots-muslim-man-from-meerut-offers-rs-51-lakh-for-killing-karnataka-mla-ra-

srinivasmurthys-nephew/636722 
82 https://www.timesnownews.com/india/article/bengaluru-doctor-arrested-for-links-with-isis-leaders-in-syria/639020 
83 https://bangaloremirror.indiatimes.com/bangalore/others/bengaluru-violence-suspect-with-terror-links-picked-up-in-riot-

case/articleshow/77600118.cms 
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emerged several days after the ‘conspiracy’ frenzy and all with absolutely no evidence to substantiate. Simple 

statements from the NIA regarding the terror related charges was all the evidence most articles had to offer. 

This was also worsened by UAPA charges being slapped on several individuals in Bengaluru, implicating them 

on terror charges, with city police calling the riots an ‘act of terror’.84 Reckless reporting like Zee News that 

likened the rioting style to ‘guerilla warfare’85 and the hit areas to a ‘warzone’86 only served to aggravate public 

perception.  

 

With the current divisive narrative floating across the nation, public perception of minorities is of utmost 

importance. Instances such as Republic TV calling Ambreen Zaidi and Tasreem Rahmani to battle out who is 

the ‘better Muslim’ is destructive and damaging.87 Although this is an instance of broadcast news, print media 

is equally important. Wording and usage of tone goes a long way in influencing the public and much of the 

coverage of the Bengaluru violence has been inflammatory and hateful.  

 

4.6.2b Kannada media 

 

Patterns of reporting in Kannada media 

conformed to a large extent to what was 

broadcast in English media. But given that the 

incident occurred in the State’s capital city – 

Bengaluru, media coverage was extensive. 

Even as narratives around the incident 

included national and international elements, 

Kannada media has emphasised local details 

of the violence in ways that have long-

standing repercussions for residents of D.J. 

Halli and K.G. Halli. 

 

 

  

                                         
84 https://www.thehindu.com/news/cities/bangalore/dj-halli-violence-2-cases-booked-under-uapa-likely-to-be-handed-over-to-

nia/article32407587.ece 
85 https://zeenews.india.com/india/bengaluru-rioters-adopted-guerrilla-warfare-strategy-of-attack-and-retreat-sought-instant-justice-

2302614.html 
86 https://www.hindustantimes.com/india-news/riot-hit-areas-of-bengaluru-s-pulakeshinagar-resemble-war-zone/story-

k79IHPyJQthKcp1q5kVd8L.html 
87 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pVuxPnSpBlk 

Source: News18 Kannada, August 16, 2020 
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4.6.2c A Conspiracy theory  

The reporting of the violence in the Kannada media followed the pre-planned conspiracy theory as the 

framework. Media outlets seemed to initially favour the possibility that the violence was the result of a local 

rivalry between the corporators and the MLA over 

the upcoming municipal elections and perhaps 

infighting within the state’s principal opposition 

party – the Congress.88 Different media outlets 

went over the sequence of events on the night of 

the violence, focussing on logistics necessary for 

carrying out any violence.89 They pointed to - how 

rioting tools like stones, petrol, rods, etc., had been 

gathered at short notice; 

 that three separate mobs had attacked 

almost simultaneously the police station, the MLA’s 

house and the accused Naveen’s house; 

 that such large mobs had gathered at 

different places within a matter of a couple of 

hours. 

 

 

These sequence of events, it claimed, were evidence of a pre-planned conspiracy. The Home Minister 

Basavaraj Bommai in his interview to Public TV also stated that the fact that additional police forces could not 

reach the D.J. Halli PS because streets were blocked, and hence was evidence of a planned conspiracy.90 In 

later days, ‘rowdy sheeters’ were introduced into the picture when Public TV claimed that Muslim criminal 

elements from the area (and not Tamil ones) had participated in the violence and a five-member gang had 

been formed to attack vehicles in the areas.91 

 

The other elements in this theory of a pre-planned conspiracy were unsubstantiated allegations that those 

people who had been part of the mob had been paid money to attack the police stations and vehicles in the 

locality. This element of paid violence was introduced on the second day of the attack some TV channels who 

claimed that there was evidence to prove that unknown persons had come to the area when the violence was 

taking place and handed money over to the violent mob.92  

 

                                         
88 The Kannada newspaper Hosa Digantha on August 16, 2020 took this blame on the Congress a step further than most other papers. 

With the headline "A naked display of the Khilafat mindset", the paper goes on to delineate a pattern of 'Muslim' violence implicitly 

supported by the Congress, from the time of the Khilafat movement.  Another headline reproduces minister C.T Ravi's demand that 

Zameer Ahmed should bear damages for the violence, without placing it in quotes, blurring distinctions between reportage and editorial 

opinion. 
89 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1B3Sy_yWn_Y 
90 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LjFSoDviTzA  
91 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rF5lGRK9-Hs  
92 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3kVICWPWwT0 ; https://youtu.be/j1byjVmg0bA 

Source: Public TV, August 17, 2020 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1B3Sy_yWn_Y
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LjFSoDviTzA
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rF5lGRK9-Hs
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3kVICWPWwT0
https://youtu.be/j1byjVmg0bA
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In the days following the violence, this theory of 

a pre-planned conspiracy was further fuelled 

when the blame was settled on SDPI, a Muslim 

political organisation. Reports pointed to a list of 

SDPI leaders, such as Muzammil Pasha, who 

were arrested and the supposed recovery of 

rioting implements during a raid on the SDPI’s 

office added to this theory as well. Sections of 

media claimed that SDPI had been involved in 

planning riots even earlier but these previous 

plans had come to a naught.93 The party’s plan, 

it was claimed, was towards harnessing the 

anger that had been supposedly building up 

within the Muslim community. On the one hand 

reports suggested that national events such as 

the Babri Masjid/Ram Janmabhoomi judgment 

and the subsequent foundation-laying ceremony, the announcement of nation-wide CAA-NRC proposal by the 

Centre, along with, local events such as the closure of a leather factory, the refusal to allow communal prayers, 

the ‘crackdown’ on ganja addicts, among others had inflamed the community.94 The conspiracy had been 

underway for several months—one media outlet claimed eight months—and all these national and locality-

specific ‘causes’ were identified by sections of the media. These locality-specific factors were the reason that 

the police station was attacked, a few reports claimed. 

 

In the course of blaming SDPI, media houses invoked tropes commonly associated with Muslim political activity 

being foreign funded, having terror links, being generally disloyal except to their faith, and led by 

fundamentalists who were followed by a community easily swayed by propaganda. This last trope was the first 

to be invoked in the reportage of this violence. Media coverage in the initial days of the violence asserted that 

the reaction to Naveen’s post was disproportionate. On Public TV for instance, the anchor, talking as a Hindu 

man, said ‘we’ (Hindus) do not resort to violence even though ‘our’ gods are routinely abused.95 Even Muslim 

panellists and MLAs added to this perception when they deemed the residents of the area as poor, naïve and 

easily led by propaganda. The trope of Muslims’ supposed disloyalty to the nation was invoked when media 

anchors asked Muslim panellists if they accepted the rule of law and respected the Constitution, asked them 

to declare on screen their allegiance to the constitution and the Indian nation.96 The other two related tropes 

of being foreign-funded and having terror links began to be developed when one Samiuddin was arrested.  

 

News reports began to state that the conspiracy had an ISIS angle to it,97 claimed several of those arrested 

had links to terror groups or to terror suspects associated with the Church street/Malleshwaram blasts and 

some murders even, in the state, that there was a ‘Kerala link’ to the violence,98 and a Pakistan hand in the 

violence.99 

                                         
93 http://epaper.samyukthakarnataka.com/2797501/Samyukta-Karnataka-

Bengaluru-%E0%B2%B8%E0%B2%82%E0%B2%AF%E0%B3%81%E0%B2%95%E0%B3%8D%E0%B2%A4-%E0%B2%95%E0%B2

%B0%E0%B3%8D%E0%B2%A8%E0%B2%BE%E0%B2%9F%E0%B2%95-%E0%B2%AC%E0%B3%86%E0%B2%82%E0%B2%97%

E0%B2%B3%E0%B3%82%E0%B2%B0%E0%B3%81/August-25-2020-Bangalore#page/4/2 
94 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c7D3VSxRs9E 
95 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SBoNbO2Fx8c 
96 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rn3hAH7n6ZE 
97 Kannada Prabha claimed that during the violence some 40000 calls were made in and out of the area; 

https://kpepaper.asianetnews.com/2789877/Bengaluru/Bengaluru#page/1/1 
98 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=dNe_B5v44QM 
99 http://epaper.samyukthakarnataka.com/2796226/Samyukta-Karnataka-

Source: News18 Kannada, August 12 2020 
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Even as the narrative about the violence moved towards the possibility of international terror networks, the 

same media houses also continued to claim local rivalries as a former (Hindu) Mayor was questioned, his 

personal assistant (also a Hindu) was arrested and several Muslim corporators were also questioned. While 

such discrepancy between two contrasting claims was not questioned, the media houses kept alive the issue 

of banning SDPI as some members of the organisation were arrested. Some reports pointed out that the 

government could not ban SDPI because not enough evidence was present to warrant a ban that can withstand 

judicial scrutiny.100 The alleged involvement of Hindu individuals in the violence did nothing to alter the 

perception within sections of Kannada media that the violence was an Islamist conspiracy. 

 

As soon as the violence broke out, sections of the media and some BJP MPs and MLAs together managed to 

frame the violence as part of a ‘pattern’. References were drawn to incidents of violence in Mangalore, 

Padarayanapura, Uttar Pradesh and Kashmir to claim that the Muslim community is  violent and does not 

adhere to the rule of law.101 Tangential references were made to Muslim participation in the anti-CAA protests 

when anchors questioned the community’s commitment to the Constitution  when they were now breaking the 

rule of law.102 

 

The premise of this framework of a conspiracy was that Muslims are a singular community, all of whose 

members can be swayed by a set of events that are uniformly perceived to be detrimental or offensive to 

Muslim interests. Coverage in TV channels in particular repeatedly implied that all Muslims in violence-hit 

localities were responsible for the actions of the violent mob that night. The implicit claim made then was that 

Muslims who participated in the anti-CAA protests were the same as the ones who were involved in the 

vandalism at Padarayanapura or in D.J. Halli. Such blatant and large-scale defaming of the community is 

repeatedly witnessed in the Kannada media.  

 

4.6.2d Uncritical acceptance of state versions 

This particular framing of the violence as a pre-planned 

conspiracy did not however elicit much scrutiny into whether 

this was a failure of intelligence agencies, both state and 

national. Media outlets that presented with much 

sensationalism the alleged terror links to international entities 

such as ISIS failed to ask why—if this was indeed true—

preventive action had not been taken. Further, if the allegations 

of SDPI amassing rioting implements in its office or other 

storage units was indeed true,103 why did the police fail to 

‘unearth’ this massive conspiracy? Not only were such 

questions not asked, it did not deter the media from uncritically 

accepting information from unnamed sources from investigating teams. 

 

 

This uncritical acceptance also meant that when some Muslim residents of the locality drew the media’s 

attention to large-scale arrests and detentions and the police entering people’s homes forcibly in the wee 

hours, the media treated it with derision. An anchor on Public TV attempted to discredit this information by 

                                         
Bengaluru-%E0%B2%B8%E0%B2%82%E0%B2%AF%E0%B3%81%E0%B2%95%E0%B3%8D%E0%B2%A4-%E0%B2%95%E0%B2

%B0%E0%B3%8D%E0%B2%A8%E0%B2%BE%E0%B2%9F%E0%B2%95-%E0%B2%AC%E0%B3%86%E0%B2%82%E0%B2%97%

E0%B2%B3%E0%B3%82%E0%B2%B0%E0%B3%81/August-24-2020-Bangalore#page/1/2 
100http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200821#Page/1 
101 https://youtu.be/w_zHE_k29fo; https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=552l-l2Vxbo 
102 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SBoNbO2Fx8c 
103 https://kpepaper.asianetnews.com/2794685/Bengaluru/Bengaluru#page/2/2 ; https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2wnudzNdK1E 

Source:  Public TV 
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claiming that doors may have been broken during the violence and not by the police. This channel framed it 

as a conspiracy against the police that had been developing in D.J. Halli since the violence and asked if the 

police should not take any action even if the community indulges in large-scale violence.104  

 

If concerns from Muslim residents about forcible entry 

by the police were dismissed summarily, reports of 

Muslim women visiting the police station enquiring 

about male members of their family, claiming they 

were innocent were treated by some media outlets 

unsympathetically as ‘parents creating ruckus’. 

Anchors questioned the legitimate concerns of these 

women by delegitimising the innocence of their male 

relatives, while claiming that the police had evidence 

and that the women should wait for the police to 

complete  investigation.105  TV audiences were not 

told about the arbitrariness of the arrests and the 

haranguing experiences of the families whose 

relatives were arrested.  Instead, anchors stated that 

Muslim women should answer why their children were 

out that night when violence was taking place.106 The message implicit in such statements was that the women 

were lying about their children’s innocence. It is pertinent to point out some dissonance here between reporters 

on ground who tried to maintain a neutral stance saying it was hard to judge the women’s claims as true or 

false and anchors in studios who were keen to harshly dismiss the women’s claims.107 

 

 

TV channels reported that resident Muslims had created WhatsApp groups where strategies to ‘escape’ the 

police were shared.108 Audiences were not told what the source of this information was. Even if this were to be 

true, TV channels presented this in a sinister fashion claiming that this was further evidence of a conspiracy. 

If such an ‘elaborate’ plan to ‘escape’ the police could be charted, then surely ‘they’ could have ‘planned’ this 

violence, anchors deduced.109 The obvious context for this alleged WhatsApp group—that large numbers of 

Muslim men from various localities were being arrested—was simply not provided at all. 

 

As large-scale arrests continued to take place days after the violence, news channels began to report that 

Muslim MLAs and even MLA Srinivasa Murthy were intervening to ask the police to release those who were 

innocent, and that the elected representatives were trying to subvert the ‘due process of law’.110 In some 

reports, a hostile approach to Muslim MLAs was evident. On Public TV naming MLAs Zameer Ahmed, CM 

Ibrahim, NA Harris, owner of Public TV and anchor Ranganath spoke disparagingly about how Congress 

Muslim leaders who were hiding during the time of the riot were appearing now and asking for sympathy to be 

shown.111 According to the worldview of anchors on TV channels, the police system operates fairly with 

Muslims and other marginalised communities; what the police state must be accepted without scrutiny; and 

being in jail does not come with social stigma or economic losses for an individual and their families and they 

                                         
104 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4UJp8snWLbw 
105 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u7kNtT_54us 
106 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C0o7c-vqUsI 
107 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C0o7c-vqUsI 
108 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1B3Sy_yWn_Y; https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C0o7c-vqUsI 
109 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1B3Sy_yWn_Y 
110 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u7kNtT_54us 
111 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=O8EqvI-4VHg 

Source: Public TV 
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should simply wait because the police will be fair. This benign outlook on the police is in contrast to numerous 

instances and documentation that point to police brutalities, custodial torture and deaths.112 

 

Two crucial aspects that received little to no 

coverage were: first, the fact of the death of 

three persons in police firing and one person 

after being arrested and second, the 

maintainability of charges under the UAPA filed 

against some of the arrested. In fact, BTV 

reported a press conference by Revenue 

Minister R. Ashoka who laughed away the 

claim that one of the men who died in the firing 

had only stepped out to buy coriander leaves.  

 

In the aftermath of the violence, Suvarna News 

was possibly the first channel to claim that the 

‘UP model’ of confiscating rioters’ property should be deployed in this instance as well. Other channels also 

followed suit but none discussed the problems with the notion of recovering damages when the individuals had 

not been found guilty by the courts. Instead, politicians were repeatedly asked if the UP model should be 

brought here; in one instance, the Home Minister Basavaraj Bommai promised that it would be implemented 

so vigorously that it would be more successful than in UP. 

 

If criticism was indeed forthcoming from news channels, it was on the lines of how the state government was 

not being strict enough. Anchor Ajith Hanumakkanavar on Suvarna News asked why only 400 people had 

been arrested when 8,000 people had attacked MLA Srinivasa Murthy’s house. In one interview, H.R. 

Ranganath goaded the Home Minister to pay attention to what legacy he wanted to leave behind if he did not 

take strict action against those who had been involved in the violence. In response, Bommai, calling Ranganath 

as ‘Ranganna’, promised that he would introduce greater police surveillance and machinery in D.J. Halli, 

among other things.113 Such instances are important for they reflect the pressure the media can indeed put on 

the government to act in a particular direction and get them to commit to it publicly. It can also be viewed as 

the State and media colluding in furtherance of their common communal agenda and Islamophobia.  

 

4.6.2.2e Defaming the locality 

Another important narrative that emerged from media coverage of the D.J. Halli violence is the characterisation 

of the violence-hit areas as those where trafficking of drugs takes place. This was likely first introduced by 

Suvarna News’ crime reporter who said in an interview with his channel that everyone in Bengaluru knows the 

area has a ‘night life’, one could get food there at any time of the night, and sales of ‘drugs’ happen there quite 

openly. Suvarna News whose reporters were allegedly attacked by the mob that night claimed those who were 

involved in the violence had been ‘high’ on alcohol and ‘ganja’ and the channel on the night of August 12, put 

out a show called ‘Rakta Ratri-Night of Blood’ where it claimed that these drug-addled individuals had gone on 

a rampage. Later, one news channel claimed that the crackdown on drug sales by the police had led to 

simmering anger and resentment within the Muslim community. When one Muslim panellist claimed that the 

area had the reputation of being violent, Public TV’s anchor asked if this was because there were about 1.2 

lakh Muslims in the area.114 

 

 

                                         
112https://www.bbc.com/news/av/world-asia-india-53521559; https://scroll.in/article/964820/what-can-india-do-to-combat-police-brutality-

and-bias    
113 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LjFSoDviTzA 
114 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SBoNbO2Fx8c 

Source: Public TV 
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As detailed in the introductory section, the area is indeed one of the poorer localities in Bengaluru and one 

report on News18 Kannada tried to show the neglect by the state of the residents of the area. It characterised 

the individuals living in the area as poor, naïve and easily led by propaganda.115 This was an oft-repeated 

characterisation even by other Muslim panellists and elected representatives, which almost seemed to depict 

residents in the area with no agency, and easily influenced.116 This however has had the unfortunate effect of 

feeding into a common trope of Muslims as a religiously fundamentalist community and any locality in which 

they are in large numbers are characterised as ‘dangerous’. 

 

Defaming of predominantly Muslim-based localities has become a standard narrative in the media and this 

has been seen in the case of Padarayanapura where an incident of vandalism took place in April 2020. The 

defamation of Padarayanapura has had adverse effects on the opportunities for employment and mobility for 

individuals, as media reports have shown.117 The defamatory reportage regarding the locality in this case is 

likely to have similar consequences for residents here as well. 

 

4.6.2.2f Spurious reporting practices 

Kannada TV channels most often presented all details regarding the violence in a sensationalist manner. 

Phrases such as ‘explosive secrets’, ‘Bangalore’s Bhasmasuras’ and ‘Bangalore in flames’, provocative 

questions such as ‘are arsonists innocent?’ ‘what were innocent people doing out at night?’ were used as 

images of destruction filled the screens. The primary mode of conveying messages regarding the violence was 

through the anchor who made statements without attributing them to any credible sources. In some cases, 

channels would show images that by themselves do not indicate anything but a narrative would be imputed 

through the voice-over or the anchor. For instance, when SDPI leader Muzammil Pasha was arrested, Public 

TV’s anchor Arvind claimed that there was evidence that he was giving speeches that provoked riots. The 

channel however showed Pasha speaking into the megaphone saying action must be taken against those 

putting up offensive Facebook posts. This clip offered no evidence of a provocation to riots.118  

 

This blatant editorialising was further escalated through the repeated use of the words such as ‘savages’, 

‘demons’, ‘villains’ to refer to those who were involved in the violence. Reports also offered ‘context’ when 

claims of a larger Islamist conspiracy or a particularly Muslim tendency to be violent needed to be made. The 

controversial Facebook post by Naveen was hardly mentioned; where it was mentioned, it was not always 

condemned as offensive and was in fact dismissed as a cause for the violence. For sections of Kannada 

media, it was simply an ‘excuse’ to indulge in violence. 

 

The second mode of conveying messages was through bytes from BJP MLAs and MPs who called this an 

attack on Hindus, compared ‘violent’ Muslims to ‘tolerant’ Hindus, and amplified the perception that this was 

part of an Islamist conspiracy. Shobha Karandlaje’s visit to the violence-hit houses received extensive 

coverage and her comments that this was an attack on the majority community relayed on most channels. 

News18 Kannada also covered a Bajrang Dal team’s visit to the locality and reported that they assured Hindus 

of the area.119 

 

The third mode was through panel discussions when Muslim panellists were called upon to either pledge their 

allegiance to the constitution publicly, accused of defending arson, or their statements were dismissed or 

deliberately misconstrued. One particularly instructive example was in a panel discussion on Public TV. When 

SDPI representative Akram Hasan claimed that the violence is a BJP conspiracy and draws comparisons with 

                                         
115 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DFnJ_j1dvlc 
116 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SBoNbO2Fx8c 
117 https://bengaluru.citizenmatters.in/covid-lockdown-padarayanapura-stigma-jobs-livelihood-47797; 

https://www.thenewsminute.com/article/shunned-being-padarayanapura-bengaluru-containment-zone-residents-suffer-126638  
118 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3kVICWPWwT0 
119 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pdr9AQuIeS8 
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the violence in Delhi and Muzzafarnagar, the anchor stopped him from making such comparisons and to speak 

only in reference to this particular incident. However, when Anil Chalagere, BJP leader, compared the violence 

to Mangalore and Padarayanapura and claimed there was a pattern, the anchor not only did not stop him from 

such comparisons but also expressed agreement.120 

 

4.6.2g Whether news channels have complied with the laws and regulations governing them? 

The manner in which the news programs have been broadcasted is in disregard of the various laws and 

regulations governing the content aired. Broadcast media such News 18 Kannada and Suvarna News are 

governed by the Cable Television Networks (Regulations) Act, 1995. Under the Act, the Cable Television 

Network Rules, 1994 have been framed, which require under Rule 6 that content must be in line with the 

Programming Code, and under Rule 7 that content be in line with the Advertisement Code. Section 5 of the 

Act itself specifically requires that content which is not complaint with the Code should not be broadcasted. 

The Act is applicable to both cable television providers, as well as content broadcast on the networks.  

 

 For reference, Rule 6(1) of the Programme and Advertising Codes state at Clause (c) that no 

programme should be carried in cable service which contains an attack on religions or communities, or 

words/visuals contemptuous of religious groups, or which promote communal attitudes.  

 Rule 6(1)(d) prohibits content containing anything obscene, defamatory, deliberate, deliberate, false and 

suggestive innuendos and half-truths. 

 Rule 6(1)(i) prohibits content which criticizes, maligns, or slanders any individual in person, certain 

groups, segments of social, public, and moral life of the country.  

 Rule 6(1)(m) prohibits content that contains visuals or words which reflect a slandering, ironical and 

snobbish attitude in the portrayal of certain ethnic, linguistic and regional groups.  

 

A perusal of these rules governing news media indicate that news channels are not only specifically prohibited 

from airing content that attacks a particular religious community, but also that they are prohibited from airing 

content that criticizes or maligns a particular community. The power to implement the Act has been conferred 

on an Authorised Officer who may be a District-Magistrate, Sub-Divisional Magistrate, or a Commissioner of 

police under Section 19 to prohibit the transmission of a programme or channel which is not in conformity with 

the Codes, or which is likely to promote on grounds of religion, race, language, caste or community or other 

ground whatsoever, disharmony or feelings of enmity, hatred or ill-will between different religious, racial, 

linguistic or regional groups or castes or communities, or which is likely to disturb the public tranquillity. A 

similar power has been conferred on the Central Government under Section 20. Thus, media houses who do 

not conform with the provisions of the Cable Television Networks (Regulation) Act, 1995 are liable to have 

their programmes cancelled from transmission. 

 

Another regulatory framework governing media channels is the News Broadcast News Broadcasting 

Standards Authority (“NBSA”) under the News Broadcasters Association (NBA), a voluntary association of 

private television channels. Member channels are governed by the “Code of Ethics and Broadcasting 

Standards” issued by the NBA. The Code of Ethics and Broadcasting Standards encode Fundamental 

Principles as well as Principles of Self-Regulation which require accountability for actions to seek the truth, fair 

reporting, integrity, independence, holding standards in not publishing unverified or biased information, 

hindering any side of a controversial public issue, and disseminate news fairly without misinforming the viewer 

with half-truths. The Principles of Self-Regulation require impartiality and objectivity, and neutrality in reporting. 

Evidently, channels that misreport or spread half-truths that are not neutral about the mob incident are acting 

in direct violation of this Code, and may be subject to, on a Complaint, a warning, admonishment, censure, 

disapproval, suspension/revocation of the license of the broadcaster, or a fine. Thus, Broadcasters such as 

News 18 Kannada and Suvarna News who are members of the NBSA may be held accountable for 

                                         
120 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Qbt_yQtgUq0 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Qbt_yQtgUq0
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broadcasting content that is in violation of these principles. The reality however is that the NBA has no powers 

to implement its own regulatory codes. 

 

It is clear from this analysis that large sections of Kannada media have indulged in biased and communal 

media content aiming to form and consolidate an anti-Muslim sentiment among its readers and viewers. Its 

coverage lacked objectivity in that crucial questions of the failures of the state remained resolutely unstated. 

Abandoning any shred of journalistic scepticism, it has given ample space for narratives to be built up of a 

violent minority community that has let the hundreds of arrests made by the police go unquestioned. Through 

sensationalist and provocative coverage, it has arguably goaded the state machinery to in fact commit to grave 

positions ranging from an increased police surveillance and machinery in the violence-hit areas to framing 

charges under the UAPA against some of the arrested persons. It is also apparent that self-regulatory bodies 

for the print media, the Press Council of India as well as for the electronic media, the News Broadcasters 

Association, is woefully lacking. 

4.7 Why Did the Violence Happen? Some Perspectives 

In this section we seek to summarise what social and political activists, local religious leaders, media 

personnel or government functionaries like the police and minority commissioner, almost all of who were 

direct witnesses to the violence shared about what they thought was the reasons for or behind the violence. 

For almost all condemned the violence that was perpetrated on the night of August 11 as being wrong and 

unacceptable. But the reasons given for the violence were diverse and also need to be examined more 

closely if the roots of the violence have to be addressed in holistic ways along with making the real 

perpetrators accountable.   

4.7.1 The Post and delay in Registering complaint 

The most immediate cause identified for the violence was of course the incendiary post that was put up by 

Naveen, the nephew of the MLA, Akhanda Srinivas Murthy. While there was unanimity on the fact that it was 

a criminal act there were diverse views on the nature of the post and how it should have been received. 

Some saw it as a direct religious insult that spontaneously inflamed passions and some as a motivated 

political act designed to instigate.   

 

Syed Farook, a social worker from the area who was earlier associated with the BJP also felt that the 

immediate cause was the social media post against the prophet on August 11 which had been preceded by 

a series of abusive social media posts. If the police had acted on those posts, this violence could have been 

avoided he felt.   

 

While condemning the violence SDPI held the police responsible for allowing the situation to go out of hand 

by delaying in filing an FIR. The delay they felt, like many others, was because they were protecting Naveen 

since he was the nephew of the MLA. Although this view is not shared by many others who believe that there 

was an estrangement between Naveen and his uncle on account of which the latter would not have 

interfered with the police action.  

 

When asked why the mob did not listen to his appeals for peace at the D.J. Halli PS, Maulana Muzzamil told 

the FFT “It was an insult to the Prophet. Of course people would be offended and angry. The police said they 

would take 2-3 hours to file the FIR. That would have added to the anger”. 

 

Aravind the political activist from BJP accepted that that there appeared to have been some delay on the 

part of the police in registering the complaint. He also told the team that the police should be allowed to do 

its job and there should be no political interference. On being questioned further he indicated that the delay 

in the filing of the FIR could have been because of political interference without saying clearly who he 
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thought had interfered. 

 

Indicating that the post of Naveen was wrong he said “We should all exercise restraint when talking about 

each other's Gods. We all have our beliefs. As a Hindu I should not insult other people’s religion and nor will 

I bear an insult to my religion.” 

 

On the other hand, cautioning the community against being provoked, Rizwan Arshad, the Congress MLA 

from the Shivajinagar constituency told the FFT “I believe that this post was meant not to insult but to incite 

and instigate. Naveen was only a conduit. The community has been behaving with a lot of responsibility 

despite all the provocations be it the CAA or the Ram Mandir issue. These insulting posts are only created to 

provoke anger and unrest, it is a criminal activity.” He was clear that saints and exalted people like the 

Prophet, or Jesus, or any other Gods or person who are honoured and respected are above insult and the 

communities should deal with such inciteful posts as such without getting instigated as happened in this 

instance. His belief was that this instigation must have been done to drive a wedge between the diverse 

communities in that locality which although dominated by Muslims also has Hindus, Christians, Dalits and 

Backward Castes.  

 

The DCP(NE) was also clear about the post being an act of crime. As he told the FFT “Naveen logged in at 

5.46 pm and share the post which has been posted/shared 1000 times. Naveen is not innocent.” 

4.7.2 Police Inaction 

The other major reason for the violence to escalate apart from the initial delay in filing the FIR we were told 

was the inexplicable delay in containing the violence to prevent it from escalating and allowing the violence 

to spread over four hours and more.  

 

Rizwan Arshad who was present in D.J. Halli PS from 10.00 pm onwards trying to calm the crowd down 

acknowledged that the police were acting in a fair and measured manner and trying to control the mob. But 

he asked a more fundamental question of how the police even allowed such a large crowd to gather and why 

they were not dispersed before it became uncontrollable.    

 

He asked “How could the police not protect the MLA’s house? Why did they fail to act? Why has there been 

no enquiry into the background to the post? Derogatory posts are posted for instigations. It is clear that there 

was an intelligence failure to assess the situation. And I don’t feel that the police handled the situation with 

the sensitivity it needed. All the people who participated in the protest did not take law into their own hands – 

maybe only 15% of those gathered there did. But majority of the people arrested have nothing to do with the 

violence.” 

 

Adding to this, Zia Nomani from Swaraj Abhiyan who was also on the spot and trying to engage with the 

crowds to calm them down as video records show, said he held the higher officers responsible for not getting 

adequate reinforcements. “Even if they did not do lathi charge they could have at least shown intent. They 

could have easily brought a helicopter to control the crowd or drones. If we were not there at that time there 

would surely have been more violence. Some of the youth did agree with what we said and joined us in our 

efforts to keep some peace.” 

 

It was only because the police did not respond immediately that the people started gathering and venting 

their anger said Syed Imtiaz from Modi Masjid. He stressed that it was only four hours after the mob 

gathered that the police came. He stated that the police were arresting people from D.J. Halli despite the fact 

that most of the mob had come came from outside including Shivaji Nagar, Nagwara and Malleshwaram.  
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Sharing that the relationship between the police and local community has been troubled, Ilyas Thumbe from 

SDPI said that in the past there have been two custodial deaths in D.J. Halli apart from one judicial death. 

The police he said has also been known to torture the locals and collect money. “Now they will slap UAPA on 

us and harass us. They asked the court for permission to put UAPA. We have the letter they submitted to 

court for this.”  

 

Syed Imtiaz from Modi Masjid questioned why when there was no adequate police force when the Facebook 

post came out to apprehend the culprit Naveen or control the subsequent violence that broke out, there was 

enough police to enforce Section 144 when it was imposed.  

 

The Minority Commissioner who has received about 35-40 complaints related to the arbitrary arrests told the 

FFT that there appears to have been was both inaction and excess action by the police and government 

which has caused a lot of difficulties to the people. 

4.7.3 The communal/political intent? 

There was a near unanimous opinion from all who the FFT spoke to that there was no communal angle to 

this violence whatsoever. Everybody across faiths felt that despite this entire area being dominated by 

Muslims and carrying the reputation of being communally sensitive, it has been a space within which diverse 

communities have lived together in harmony. Therefore, despite the fact that the cause for the violence was 

a religious post the violence itself, although led by agitated and frustrated Muslim youth was not communally 

expressed but politically motivated and/or manipulated.  

 

For instance, even in Muninanjappa Garden where it is alleged that the Hindus were the target of the attacks 

by Muslims, Aravinda, the local political activist associated with the BJP was clear that this was not a 

communally motivated attack. 

 

He also stressed that there had never been a Hindu Muslim problem in this area. He felt that this was this is 

a very specific incident that has been taken advantage of by different vested interests. No political party 

should fan issues like this he said. In his words “See this was a blind mob mentality. And some team of 

leaders have taken advantage of this mob mentality. All political parties do this. The people who came were 

largely from outside. Not many from the local area joined in the violence.”  He felt that the police should 

could have asked other local leaders to come from both the Hindu and Muslim communities and sorted the 

problem out.  

 

On the other hand, every major political party be it Congress, BJP, SDPI and to some extent JDS, was 

implicated by one or the other. None of those we spoke to brought in the possibility of any larger terror 

network behind the violence as mentioned in some sections of the media or as implied through the police 

filing remand applications under the UAPA. Fingers were only pointed at diverse political vested interests 

using a very specific incident of localised frustration and anger to strengthen their own base or weaken that 

of their opponents. Or to deepen the divides within society to reap electoral dividends.  

 

Most felt that it was a political struggle either within the Congress or between the Congress and JDS with 

either of them using the muscle of the SDPI that was itself seeking to build its own base within the Muslim 

community. The BJP/RSS were seen as the shadow players trying to cash in on the violence using the fact 

that they are in power and attempt to strengthen their base among the Dalit communities. All spoke about 

how no Hindu or even Muslim individuals were harmed and Hindu temples were in fact protected by Muslim 

youths. The target was one individual who put up the post against whom the anger was directed.  

 

As a member of the Modi Masjid committee told the FFT, the fight was between Muslims and Naveen and 

political interests have tried to gain from the situation. He stated that RSS has now started making its base in 
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the area in the Dalit colonies and have even started coming for peace meetings. His question was “Everyone 

is asking who did the burning but no one is asking who is behind Naveen.” 

 

Maulana P.M. Muzammil indicated that the violence and its aftermath was an attempt to divide the Muslims 

and Dalits in the community. Stressing how the two communities have always been together he said  “We 

have to keep the unity. I want to tell my Dalit brothers that we are not different. We have eaten and drank 

together. Some people are trying to divide and rule we should not let them win.” He felt strongly that all these 

unnecessary arrests are only helping to prolong and politicise the issue and extend it till the next elections.  

 

Allhalf Amir Jaan, head of the Jamaat also spoke of it being a 100% Congress internal fight. They have only 

one corporator in Jayanagar. First the corporator gives money becomes mayor, then MLA, then Minister, 

keeps wanting bigger posts.”  

 

He mentioned that whether it is Sampath Kumar, Zameer or Zakeer all are from the Congress with Akhanda 

Shrinivas Murthy being the only outsider from JDS.  “Akhanda did not know where to go. This was a political 

struggle” he felt. He stressed that violence on this scale has never happened in this area where the ire of the 

community has turned against the police. “Putting fire on houses burning vehicles has never happened....we 

have never hit the Commissioner like this when he was wearing his helmet. We Muslims do not have the 

capacity. This incident took two weeks planning. We do not have this capacity. We must live within India, 

only god knows what happened.” 

 

Zia Nomani opined that there was a connection between Congress and SDPI. He said that that the violence 

was not pre planned but “when they saw an opportunity, they exploited it. This was an attempt to polarise 

Dalit Muslim votes” he felt. 

 

Ilyas Thumbe defending the allegations about the role of the SDPI said that “We have asked for a judicial 

enquiry. A magisterial enquiry will not be transparent. 70 FIRs have been filed. 370-400 people have been 

arrested. However, from among our SDPI only 8 have been arrested. If SDPI was involved would more of 

our people not have been arrested? There are 7-8 names more in the FIRs but they are now absconding.” 

He felt that if only Akhanda Srinivas Murthy had come and apologised then nothing would have happened 

and the anger would have been dissipated. He also alleged that JDS was involved in ensuring that 2000 

people gathered on the spot in front of D.J. Halli station.  

 

Reacting to both to accusations that the Congress was hand in glove with the SDPI in the violence and to the 

proposed ban on the latter Rizwan Arshad blamed the RSS which he said is the biggest enemy of 

constitutional values.  He said “The Sangh parivar gets its fodder from the actions of the SDPI, and though 

they threaten to ban them, they will not, because their actions will ultimately benefit them. The Constitutional 

authorities are bending backwards to please their political masters. If the officials did their duty and upheld 

the Constitution, this would not happen.”  According to him the violence itself was not communal but an 

expression of systemic frustration. The concern now should be on how peace and harmony is maintained 

and how to restore the livelihoods of people should be the focus.  

 

The FFT also spoke with Shabeer Ahmad, a member of the Joint Action Committee who was on a delegation 

that went and met the police commissioner after the violence and requested that innocent youth picked up 

be released based on the details of the victims family which the Commissioner has asked them to share. He 

shared that the Commissioner has also asked them to form peace committees in the affected area to infuse 

confidence in the local people which they have done by interacting with local organizations and requesting 

them to cooperate with the police. 
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Shabeer Ahmad challenged the rumour that the violence was preplanned and that people from outside the 

locality i.e from Tumkur, Hassan etc were brought pointing out to the improbability of it given the distance 

between Bengaluru and those places. If this logic is to be accepted, he pointed out that the knowledge of the 

post should also have been known in advance for people to travel and come. If so then did Intelligence not 

pick up the information and take precautionary measures. He is of the strong opinion that it is not a communal 

violence and appreciative that his community has maintained peace in other areas. He says it has not spread 

across the city and was limited to the local area where the incident took place.  

 

Ravi, Suvarna News, who was attacked twice while reporting told the FFT “I can’t say who is responsible. 

Yes, even though it was Muslims who attacked me, it was also other Muslims who protected me.  I think the 

incident was pre-planned. I have 11 years’ experience. They need one weeks’ time to gather so many 

people. The Facebook post was at 5.26, by 8 around 2000 persons came. Why would they attack the MLA’s 

house if it was only a religious issue? My personal opinion is that it is only a political fight and the violence 

was a result of intelligence failure.” 

 

All four journalists that rendered testimonies to the FFT confirmed to a degree that the fights were 

communalised by politicians and that there were other likely theories as to why the fights erupted. Both Ravi 

and Hidayuthalla claimed that it was an internal fight between MLA Akhanda Srinivasa Murthy and the 

Corporator Sampath Raj. Ravi claimed, "Contractor Sampath Raj had a ticket and an internal Congress fight 

started" and that it was an ‘intelligence failure’ on the part of the government. Hidayuthalla told us, "This was 

a purely political fight which was given a communal colour." He also said that claims of the terror links were 

far-reaching and that the incident was ‘misused’ by political parties who were ‘trying to incite the public’.  

 

Nolan Pinto also noted that this was not a communal issue and it was being made communal by political 

parties. Prajwal Bhat, in his testimony, also mentioned the presence of Rizwan Arshad and Sameer Ahmed, 

two MLAs who were present on the scene at the time of the riots, trying to assuage the mob. Bhat also noted 

that while it was dark and confusing to make out the specifics, he could confirm that ‘policemen began attacking 

journalists.’ 

4.7.4 The Community Context  

Many of those we spoke to also mentioned the general socio-economic conditions within the community that 

in fact provided the context for a post like this to ignite the kind of violence seen on the night of August 11.  

The endemic poverty and unemployment that has not been systemically addressed by successive 

governments it was felt got only accentuated during the period of the lockdown that saw a huge loss of 

livelihoods apart from vulnerability to COVID 19. And this coupled with the recent developments in the 

country related to CAA, the vilification of the Muslims during COVID as the primary carriers of the infection, 

the lack of justice for the demolition of Babri Masjid have made the Muslim community more insecure and 

alienated from the system that they feel is weighed against them. The collective frustration is also turning 

them towards alcohol and drug abuse.   

 

As Rizwan Arshad stated “I was an eyewitness to the violence, which was triggered by the post. But we have 

to understand the various factors in the instigation created by the post. Youth are feeling suppressed and 

appear lost. They feel where is the justice from courts, police, elected representatives? All institutions are 

being undermined over the last few years and there is a loss of trust in them. In this context a lot of extremist 

forces are trying to manipulate this anger and trigger emotions. I saw lots of youngsters angry and frustrated; 

some also were under substance abuse; some were protesting strongly but a small band of youth were 

torching the police station building and vehicles, threw stones and went away. Not all were involved in the 

violence.” 
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Shabeer Ahmad spoke about how the community feels that it has had suffered great injustice as for instance 

with the Ayodhya dispute where they accepted the judgement on the construction of the temple knowing well 

that justice was not done in the case of the demolition of the Babri Masjid which the Supreme Court itself 

accepted was a criminal act. Talking about the increasing prejudice and hatred towards Muslims in public life 

he asked “Why are we subjected to hate? Why is history being used to settle scores which will only lead to it 

being repeated again which shows the intention of dividing people.”  He spoke about the selfless and 

humanitarian work done by the community reaching out to all communities during the pandemic especially 

during Ramzan and the fasting period because they cared about human beings. “But these efforts are never 

highlighted despite the fact no one did it for the media but incidents such as these are blown up with the 

intention of bringing down our community, our religion.” 

 

He mentions many reports such as the Sri Krishna Commission Report and Sachar Commission Report 

which has not been implemented, and held the government answerable.  

 

Allhalf Amir Jaan, head of the Jamaat and Asad Ullah spoke of how over the past years jobs are dwindling 

and their children have been sitting at home with no work and getting drawn to alcohol and drugs while 

politicians only care about their votes and not really bettering the conditions under which the community is 

living. “These people came at the time of elections to make fools of the public” they said.  

 

While accepting that there are systemic problems within the community Syed Imtiaz from  Modi Masjid 

speaking to the FFT said “Yes in D.J. Halli, K.G. Halli the people are poor and backward and its is 

considered that in these areas they are always getting into trouble. But never in the past have we seen 

violence like this. People are from working class do get agitated when some attacks happen on religious 

leaders but they never get into conflict with other people like it has happened this time. Apart from that never 

ever people of this area had conflict with people.” He believes that the people who did burning and looting 

were purposefully there to create trouble. There was a lot of anger in the crowd because of the post but the 

people who mobilised the crowd did not think it would go so far and get so bad he said. 

4.7.5 In Summary 

 The role of Naveen in putting up the Facebook post and his political links should be thoroughly 

investigated along with identifying those who perpetrated the violence and examining their political 

links if any.   

 The delay of the police both in registering the complaint and in taking effective action to control the 

violence should be investigated 

 The Facebook post became an excuse for local political interests to exploit the situation. The primary 

actors here being Congress, SDPI and BJP/RSS. If there are outside larger political interests that 

have preplanned the violence then the intelligence failure in failing to predict and prevent the 

violence should be investigated.  

 The socio economic context of this area must be addressed by the government to ensure sustained 

livelihood for the youth such that they can live a life of dignity and not become vulnerable to 

extremist ideologies or a life of violence 

 There must be concerted efforts made to heal and maintain the social harmony in the community to 

ensure that no community feels alienated or threatened.  

4.8. Voices of the Community regarding the incidents: Some Snippets 

While everyone the FFT met in the communities denounced the violence of August 11, the following are some 

snippets reinforcing the general sentiment of harmony and coexistence.  

 

 



 

80 

 

 

 

Pushpa, Periyarnagar, D.J. Halli. Retired scientist  

She has lived in the area for more than four generations. Her husband is with the DMK. 

We have been here for more than four generations. My ancestors we are told walked all the way from N. Arcot 

to come and work in the tannery here. We have been living here since I have been born and I have never 

faced any problem with anybody here. We live in total trust and harmony – Muslims, Christians, Tamil, Dalit. 

Of course the major festival that one sees celebrated on the roads is Ramzan and Bakrid since there are more 

Muslims here. I get food from everybody’s houses around. But we celebrate other festivals too inside including 

Diwali, pongal etc. In fact the Muslims even contribute to the joint pongal celebrations conducted by our 

counsellor in the area. 

 

My father in law was a very respected police officer. Our house is like an open house where everybody comes 

and goes. 

 

Each of us is  entitled to our own beliefs and we should not offend each other and force each other to believe 

what we believe. For example, I eat beef and nobody should stop me from eating beef. On the other hand 

neither should I force anybody to eat beef if they don’t want to.  

Earlier there were largely people from South India. Now there are outsiders who have come to live here which 

has created some minor problems. Even now everybody including the children do listen to me when I go out 

and tell them not to make noise etc. But the younger generation is different. They are more defiant. 

Unfortunately, there is increasing intolerance.  

Schools, parents and religious leaders have a greater responsibility in fostering respect in children for different 

faiths. They should teach love not hatred. Unfortunately, there is a lot of prejudice and negative stereotypes 

about Muslims.  

 

 

 

Rizwana and Kouser, D.J. Halli 

We enter the little lane behind D.J. Halli PS. As we are walking there is loud sound like a shot and the women 

who we are walking towards are startled, as are we. They scream and then we all start laughing when we 

realise that it is only a balloon in the hands of a little girl that has burst. “We are so scared now every time 

there is a sound like a gunshot!” they say holding their hearts. And little wonder. Their house is right behind 

the D.J. Halli PS around which there had been scenes of violent agitation barely a week earlier. Shots had 

been fired and three of the boys living in and around those lanes had been killed. The nights after the police 

have been coming and knocking on their doors. 

 

They go on to talk about how they have never faced any kind of such violence in the past. “It is Modi road 

where there is always violence. Here we have always lived in peace. Yes, this road is only Muslims but there 

are other communities in the road around. We have never had any problem with the police either. In fact when 

the station shifted nearer to our house, we were so happy. We felt safe. We have not had any problem with 

the police even now. It is only this incident that has caused all this problem. What happened was wrong. Yes, 

it was wrong what that boy did. But our men could have also been more patient. Arrey police asked for some 

time. They wanted two hours. Give them those two hours. In fact if I had gone, I would have told them alright 

take not just two hours but take the whole night. But by morning you should have arrested them otherwise we 

will not keep quiet. But what to do. They are all “besabar murde” she says in exasperation!  
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Mary and Nasreen, Kaval Byrasandra 

In the instance of Mary’s family that was sheltered by Nasreen when the mobs came to attack the bar in front 

of their house Nasreen said: 

 

This should not have happened. Now both innocents and guilty are in prison. What did those who did it get out 

of this? As if we did not suffer enough during the months of lockdown with no jobs and no food to eat. As 

neighbours it is our duty to take care of each other. Mary would have done the same for me if the situation had 

been reversed. Two older people who lived here earlier came and reassured us saying that nothing will happen 

and that we should not worry.  

 

Whoever put the post out is wrong. Not registering the complaint is wrong. The violence is wrong.  

 

4.9 Steps taken by Minorities Commission and SHRC 

Repeated attempts were made to meet the Karnataka State Human Rights Commission to understand any 

steps that the Commission might have taken regarding the human rights violations in the aftermath of the 

incidents of August 11. However, this did not materialise. 

4.9.1 Karnataka State Minorities Commissions 

The FFT met Mr. Abdul Azeem, Chairman of the Karnataka State Minorities Commission. He was of the 

opinion that the situation today in D.J. Halli is the outcome of first inaction on the part of the police and then 

extreme action. 

 

He said that the Commission has received about 35-40 oral complaints and no written complaints regarding 

innocents who have been arrested. The Commission has not received any written complaints. On being 

asked if the Commission has taken any suo moto steps, he has that they have not given the government 

anything in writing but have orally communicated the following: 

 

 Identify communally sensitive areas in the state. Police officers posted in these areas should be 

honest and efficient as this will make the community respect them and pay heed to them. 

 Implement Sachar committee recommendations. There should be 1 Muslim officer posted in all 

police stations. In Muslim majority areas, there needs to be greater proportion of Muslims among the 

police force. 

 The police must inform the families of persons detained as to where they have been held. 

 

On being asked if there is any action that the Commission intends to take, the Chairman responded that they 

are assessing the situation and will decide once they have completed this process.  
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Chapter 5: Key Findings of the FFT  

 
" Violence is a form of the worst pessimism. 

 Violence against violence means  more and more violence, a spiral without meaningfulness and end. 

Violence is a form of ... weakness, it does not change anything, but it evokes things more strongly. Violence 

is false solution.” 

-Rumi 

5.1 Our understanding of what transpired on August 11, 2020 

While there have been theories floating that Naveen’s Facebook account was hacked into and/or that his post 

was only a reaction to an equally controversial post against Hindu Gods, it is clear that Naveen did indeed 

share the said post at 5.46 pm on August 11. On account of the violence that broke out soon after the post 

which was deemed offensive to the Prophet, his intent and motive in publishing the post has not been 

sufficiently probed either by the police or even addressed by the media, which have instead chosen to focus 

largely on the violence which is more visible and sensational. Whether this is by accident or design is 

something that requires to be examined in more detail along with examining if there is indeed a larger agenda 

indeed behind the post. Suffice to say here that the post in itself raises two contradictory issues of freedom of 

expression and hate speech on the other. These issues need to be seen in the context of the growing anti-

Muslim sentiment and Islamophobia being whipped up in the country on the one hand and on the other 

increasing cultural and religious conservatism that breeds intolerance and stifles critical thinking.   

 

The mob largely comprised youth between the ages of 18 and 25 some of who were from the local areas but 

many of who it is claimed were from outside areas. Initially being less in number, this swelled over the hours 

to around 2000 especially in areas like Kaval Byrasandra. There seemed to be no visible leadership directing 

the mob many of who were in an inebriated state and therefore not willing to listen to reason or exhortations 

to keep peace by the religious and political leaders present on the spot.  Many of the locals are also identified 

as unemployed youth who are also feeling alienated and victimised by the deliberate targeting of the 

community by right wing forces and the systemic discrimination and vilification by the State. 

 

Looking at the manner in which events unfolded on the evening of that fateful August 11, we find that what 

began with a handful of people approaching the police to register an FIR and take legal action against Naveen 

for his Facebook post, a perfectly legitimate demand, grew into crowd as police inaction was perceived and 

transformed into chaos resulting in violence at the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli police stations, at the homes of 

Naveen and Akhanda Srinivas Murthy and then spilled over to the homes of a few others. During this entire 

turn of events we are confronted with a police which could have, and should have, prevented the situation into 

degenerating in the manner it did. That said, the changing nature of the crowd cannot escape examination. 

 

By all accounts the initial crowds at the police stations were peaceful whereas the crowds walking down the 

streets of Kaval Byrasandra towards the house of Naveen were boisterous and agitated. The violence that 

was perpetrated was meaningless and unjustifiable and is rightly condemned by all. The condemnation comes 

most vocally from the people we met in the course of the fact finding. Not a single voice justified these actions. 

The commitment to democratic norms underlies such condemnation. As one person put it rather succinctly, 

“Whoever put the post out is wrong. Not registering the complaint is wrong. The violence is wrong.” 

 

There is no evidence to show that this violence was communal in that it targeted Hindus as is being made out 

by statements by some in the government and in the media. While it could be that the mob was overwhelmingly 

comprised of Muslim youth, it is a fact that it was Muslims from the locality especially in Kaval Byrasandra 

where there was the maximum vandalisation of private homes and vehicles, who went to the help of Hindu 

and Christians families ensuring that they were sheltered in Muslim houses fearing that they might be targeted. 
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They also attempted to stop the mob from inflicting damage on properties. Muslim youth formed human chains 

outside the Hanuman temple as also the police station to keep away the mob. In Kaval Byrasandra a property 

belonging to a Muslim was vandalised and damaged. Vehicles of Muslims were also burnt regarding which 

they have filed police complaints. Some reporters were sheltered in the house of a Christian family. Local 

Hindu leaders including the MLA have also helped to secure the release of those Muslim youth who they felt 

were clearly not part of the violence. While some individuals and houses were randomly targeted, it was felt 

that this moment was used to seek personal vendetta on some families like that of Munegowda. There was 

only one short street in that entire area where there are a sizeable number of Hindus residents that it could be 

said was singled out for attack. And while it may be a fact that this street has a majority of Hindus living on it, 

most of their houses were vandalised from outside while the only house that the mobs entered into belonged 

to a Christian. What also does not give credence to the communal angle is that the vandalism did not spread 

to other Hindu houses in the area nor to other Muslim dominated areas which have also witnessed violence in 

the past as described in this report in an earlier section on communal riots in Bengaluru.  

 

All those we spoke to without exception felt that this was a local issue and incident which had been taken 

advantage of by different political interests who either wanted to consolidate their constituencies, either political 

or religious and in doing so also divide the community on communal lines. There seem to be some grounds to 

say that there is an effort to consolidate the discontent within the Muslim youth by forces like SDPI who are 

aspiring to become the sole voice of the community. This is not surprising given that the Muslim community 

faces a veritable onslaught from the right-wing forces and feels let down by the democratic institutions. 

However, the exploitation of this sense of victimisation does not enable the community to engage in 

constructive and democratic ways with these systemic attempts to disrupt the secular and plural nature of our 

society and Constitution. On the other hand, it is also a reality that forces like RSS and Bajrang Dal, have been 

trying to divide the communities on religious lines, and, post the violence are trying to give the riot a communal 

colour and deepen the sense of victimisation among the Hindu community. Teams from the RSS/BJP have 

come to the area and are apparently attempting to speak only to the Hindu households impacted to help them 

get legal help and compensation. The growing presence and influence of RSS in Dalit pockets of these areas 

is indicative of its political intent of polarising the region on communal lines. 

 

Further, all that we spoke to across religious and political lines stated time and again that this was the first time 

that they witnessed violence like this in their area where there had never been any Hindu-Muslim problem and 

diverse communities have lived together in peace. 

There was across the board condemnation of the violence by all the Muslims spoken to – be they the ordinary 

people or leaders. While the delay in arresting was given as the reason by most of the male leaders for the 

violence to erupt, it was expressed by many, that the largely male leadership men could have been a little 

more patient and given the police a little more time to respond instead of taking the law into their own hands. 

All spoken to within the community condemned the violence as totally unnecessary and as a result of which 

so many innocents are now paying the price. 

Not giving credence and credibility to these voices we believe is part of the larger agenda of total criminalisation 

and demonisation of the entire community.  

5.2 Role of police – before, during and after 

The police are the most visible and closest face of the State, and that coupled with its duties and responsibilities 

to maintain law and order, makes the police station any person’s first point of contact when faced with a crisis. 

Hence people went to their police station to file an FIR against what they believed is a crime i.e. publishing of 

an incendiary and derogatory Facebook post. The violence has resulted in four people dead, and injuries to 

several persons. According to the Police Commissioner, more than 80 police personnel were injured in the 
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police stations of K.G. Halli and D.J. Halli, while government properties were burnt and destroyed, including 

the basement of the D.J. Halli PS building and vehicles parked inside and outside the station.  

 

As much as the FFT condemns the violence that took place on August 11 there are certain inescapable facts 

it is duty-bound to highlight, especially pertaining to the manner in which the police mishandled the situation.   

 

From all accounts, a group of persons went to the K.G. Halli PS and, independently, another group went to 

D.J. Halli PS before 7.15 pm to file a complaint in regard Facebook post. While FIR was lodged at D.J. Halli 

PS, NCRs (non-cognisable reports) were issued at K.G. Halli PS. During this time there was no crowd at the 

police stations, nor was there any commotion or possibility of violence. This perceived delay in lodging the 

FIR, failure to assure firm legal action and the perception that this was due to the MLA’s intervention cannot 

be ignored. 

 

Secondly, as the perception of delay and lack of response grew, the crowd began to increase only after 9.30 

pm. Clearly the situation had begun to take a serious turn, warranting the deployment of additional forces, 

which was delayed and played a big hand in letting the situation get out of hand. The police ought to have 

been vigilant and taken immediate steps to secure additional forces to handle the situation, which was not 

done. 

 

Thirdly, a crowd of about 200-300 persons began to gather around 8.00 pm in Kaval Byrasandra, as the 

perception of delay in filing of FIR grew, and lasted till around 12.30 am. One of the persons, Basha Khan, 

who himself is a victim of the violence and arson at the hands of this crowd, informed the FFT that he made a 

call to the police control room at 8.11 pm and they came only after 9.30 pm. Even as per Naveen’s family, they 

had called but the police did not answer the phone and at between 8.30 pm to 9.00 pm. 3 policemen came but 

left when the violence began. Thereafter the crowd also attacked the MLA’s house between 9.15 pm and 10.00 

pm and the situation was only brought under control at around 01.30 am The police has a different account of 

the incidents, at least from the contents of Cr. No 196/2020 registered on the complaint filed by Shri. 

Raghavendra PSI, D.J. Halli PS, which states that after the police went to arrest Naveen at 8.00 and he ran 

away, a huge crowd had gathered outside the house and were vandalising it, and that this crowd was dispersed 

after senior police officers and more police force were called for. This does not correspond to the emphatic 

statements of victims who state that the police was just not present, let alone that a senior officer came to the 

spot with more police force and managed to disperse the crowd. According to all who spoke to the FFT the 

police who were only a handful in number fled from the scene and nobody came till after 12.30 am until which 

time the mob was allowed to have free rein to perpetrate violence. This is inexplicable given the situation.  

 

The imposition of section 144 immediately following the violence, which was extended for several days more, 

proved to be a carte blanche for the police vent their personal anger and to create an atmosphere of fear in 

the areas. The FFT infers that the violence at the police stations triggered a reaction from the police the 

following days. While this is understandable, it is not desirable nor acceptable that the police allows their 

personal anger to spill over into their official duties. The police cannot operate from a place of vendetta. The 

consequence of this was that people were simply not allowed to even step out of their houses, and if they did, 

they were met with a barrage of verbal and physical abuse. Several newspaper reports have described this 

situation. We must add here, that manner in which section 144 was imposed, has had the effect of criminalising 

entire areas, which is most disturbing. 

 

The arrests of persons in relation to the various crimes perpetrated has turned into a nightmare for the residents 

of these areas. Consider the plight of those in Zafrulla Layout where, at around 3.30 am early morning of 

August 12, about 100 - 150 policemen and RAF, forced their way into people’s homes and picked a total of 

30–35 men from among a cluster of 40-45 houses. This operation lasted over 2 hours. Incidentally the police 

version of the arrest from Zafrulla Layout is found in the remand application dated 13.08.2020 in Cr. No. 
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229/2020 (K.G. Halli PS), which states that arrests in Zafrulla Layout were made on 2 occasions on the same 

day, both by police team headed by Nagraj Nedalagi PSI, who apprehended the first set of 10 persons and 

took them to the police station at 5.45 am and the next group of 10 persons were brought in at 8.15 am. 

According to the remand application, the people were found “with donnes and stones in their hands, had 

formed an unlawful assembly on Zafrulla Layout main road. They pelted stones at us and tried to run away, 

but the police team chased them and caught 10 of them”. In fact, the stated manner in which people were 

apprehended in Cr. No. 229/2020 (K.G. Halli PS), is so unbelievable yet is the official version of events. This 

constitutes not just a violation of the law on arrests but a gross violation of the human rights and personal 

liberties of the people arrested. Irrespective of the nature of the crime alleged, this is impermissible in a civilized 

society built on the foundation of rule of law.  

 

Too many people have spoken about the illegal detentions, people being “let-off” by the police through 

intervention of middlemen and money exchanging hands, for it to be ignored as baseless allegations.  

 

The police did not inform the families why the men were being taken away and where to. We bore witness to 

scores of women waiting outside the police station during our visits. The women we spoke to said that they 

were going to the K.G. Halli and D.J. Halli PS on a daily basis to find out about those arrested. Despite their 

fear to go to the police station, they had to go, since they had no choice and face abuses and beating from the 

police. In fact, they learnt about the arrests when various TV channels showed footage of the arrested being 

transferred to Bellary jail. 

 

Overall, it is true that the police were put under tremendous pressure and risk on the night of August 11, but it 

is also true that the situation could have, and should have, been contained. It is necessary that the police top 

brass enquire into the mishandling of the situation which ultimately led to it spiralling out of control.  Further, 

there is no place for vendetta in government functions and, yet, unfortunately, the anger of the police personnel 

at the incidents at the police stations found expression in the policing of the area where section 144 was 

clamped and the arrests and detentions, and turning a blind eye to this, would further erode public trust in the 

police, especially in these areas. 

5.3 Failure to ensure post-arrest procedures 

The FFT has analyzed the remand applications in two FIRs, Cr. No. 229/2020 (K.G. Halli PS) and Cr. No. 

195/2020 (D.J. Halli PS) which reveal the police’s version of certain crucial aspects including manner of arrest 

of the accused and raise pertinent questions which are elaborated below. 

 

5.3.1 Production over a “video call” 

In both these matters, it is found that accused (in large numbers) were “produced” before the jurisdictional 

Magistrate through video call from the phone of a police personnel, while the accused were allegedly being 

held in the police station. This procedure is alien to law and detrimental to the rights of the accused. Accused 

are innocent until proven guilty, irrespective of the gravity of the crimes alleged against them. Curfew was 

imposed immediately after the violence and all normal life came to standstill even as the police was raiding 

homes and picking up young men, without informing the family of their whereabouts subsequently. The 

Karnataka High Court has framed Video Conferencing Hearing Rules, which mandates that “ordinarily judicial 

remand in the first instance or police remand shall not be granted through video conferencing save and except 

in exceptional circumstances for reasons to be recorded in writing.”. The Karnataka High Court, vide order 

dated 15.06.2020 in W.P. No. 7338/2020, has clarified that “some very exceptional cases”, is where the 

“Magistrate is of the considered view that there is a serious apprehension that the accused may be infected 

with Novel Corona Virus (COVID 19) and therefore, for the purpose of following the best health practice, 

physical production of the accused for the first time before the Court should be avoided, he can for the reasons 

specifically assigned, authorize the production of accused through video conferencing. One such very 
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exceptional case can be where an accused who is a resident of containment zone or red zone is sought to be 

produced or an accused who has symptoms of COVID 19 is sought to be produced or a person infected with 

COVID 19 is sought to be produced.”. However, the Order sheets in both these matters do not indicate any 

such application of mind, and production over a “phone call” has been accepted rather casually. Prima facie it 

appears that the Magistrate has failed to note in what way, the case in question is an exceptional case falling 

under what is permissible as laid down by the Karnataka High Court. 

 

Shockingly the accused who were produced over a phone call from the police station were remanded to police 

custody after such “production”. Section 167(2)(b) of the CrPC provides for a prohibition on a Magistrate 

authorizing detention of the accused in police custody, unless the accused is produced before him in person 

for the first time and subsequently, every time till the accused remains in the custody of the police. The Madras 

High Court K. Anandan vs K. Manoharan [2015 (1) MWN (Cr.) 416] has held that “the custody to the police 

cannot be ordered through the medium of electronic video linkage.”. Even the procedure mandated in the 

Video Conferencing Hearing Rules, have not been complied with in permitting police custody over a video call. 

The FFT would take this opportunity to caution that without doubt the COVID-19 pandemic is an exceptional 

situation, yet adopting the Video Conferencing Rules permitting non-physical production of the accused 

infringes on the fundamental rights of an arrested persons and literally withdraws the check on arbitrary arrests 

and torture while in custody. 

 

5.3.2 Duty of Magistrate during Remand 

The Supreme Court in Arnesh Kumar vs State of Bihar [(2014) 8 SCC 273] has held that “The power to 

authorise detention is a very solemn function. It affects the liberty and freedom of citizens and needs to be 

exercised with great care and caution. Our experience tells us that it is not exercised with the seriousness it 

deserves. In many of the cases, detention is authorised in a routine, casual and cavalier manner.”  The various 

judgments of the Supreme Court make it clear that while authorising detention, the Magistrate is required to 

ensure the compliance of the law. Section 50(2) of CrPC makes it obligatory for the police making arrest to 

inform about the arrest to a person nominated by the arrested person. An entry of the fact of passing of 

information shall be made in a book kept in the police station in such form as may be prescribed in this behalf 

by the State Government. The Magistrate, under section 50(4), is duty-bound to ensure these obligations have 

been fulfilled by the police.  

 

Further under Section 41B(b) of the Code mandates that every police officer while making an arrest shall 

prepare a memorandum of arrest which shall be— (i) attested by at least one witness, who is a member of the 

family of the person arrested or a respectable member of the locality where the arrest is made; (ii) 

countersigned by the person arrested; and (c) inform the person arrested, unless the memorandum is attested 

by a member of his family, that he has a right to have a relative or a friend named by him to be informed of his 

arrest. The Magistrate is required to ensure that the arresting officer has complied with the said mandate, i.e. 

a member of the family of the person arrested or a respectable member of the locality where the arrest is made 

has been informed of his arrest and that the memorandum of arrest is duly attested by at least one witness. 

 

However, it appears that the above-duty has not been followed in letter and spirit. There does not appear to 

be verification of arrest memos, and in fact, the Order Sheets do not even mention that arrest memos were 

submitted to the Learned Magistrate for verification. There is no verification of information to the person 

nominated by the arrested person or of entry in the register, about such information being given of factum of 

the arrest.  

 

Magistrate is duty-bound to ensure that the relative or other person as sought by the accused is informed of 

his arrest and where he is being detained and an entry as to who was informed shall be made and verify the 

Arrest Memo. This has been made obligatory in the judgment of the Supreme Court in Joginder Kumar vs 

State Of U.P [AIR 1994 SC 1349]. Yet this has not been complied with in letter and spirit. Recall that the family 
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members of those arrested/picked up by the police were doing rounds of the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli police 

stations totally oblivious about the whereabouts of their family members who the police had picked up from 

their homes. 

 

5.3.3 Right to meet an Advocate 

Article 22 of the Constitution mandates that no person who is arrested shall be detained in custody without 

being informed, as soon as may be, of the grounds for such arrest nor shall he be denied the right to consult, 

and to be defended by, a legal practitioner of his choice. Section 41D mandates that the Accused has the right 

to meet an advocate of her/his choice during interrogation (though not throughout). A magistrate has to inform 

the accused that s/he has the right to access to counsel, if necessary a legal aid lawyer at state expense, 

during police interrogation,38 though not throughout the interrogation. [Section 41B(d)]. In Mohammed Ajmal 

Mohammad Amir Kasab @ Abu Mujahid Vs. State of Maharashtra, [AIR 2012 SC 3565], the Supreme Court 

held that; “We, accordingly, hold that it is the duty and obligation of the magistrate before whom a person 

accused of committing a cognizable offence is first produced to make him fully aware that it is his right to 

consult and be defended by a legal practitioner and, in case he has no means to engage a lawyer of his choice, 

that one would be provided to him from legal aid at the expense of the State.” However, in the instant cases, 

the accused were denied access to lawyers of their own choice and no legal aid lawyers were provided, thereby 

depriving them of their fundamental right to legal representation.  

 

5.3.4 Application of mind by the Magistrate to Remand 

A remand by a magistrate is an act of judicial discretion and is not an automatic one, to be exercised in a 

routine manner. Order of remand has to be based on a reasoned decision given in writing. Section 167 makes 

it clear that a magistrate can consider granting remand to either police or judicial custody only if there are 

grounds for believing that the accusation is well founded and the investigation requires more than 24 hrs for 

completion. If the prima facie accusation or information is not well founded and sufficient grounds do not exist 

for the magistrate to exercise the power of remand, in such cases, the remand of the accused can be refused. 

The magistrate before authorising detention has to record her/his own satisfaction which must be reflected 

from the order. The police have to place before the magistrate the facts and the reasons and materials on the 

basis of which the decision to arrest the accused was taken.  

 

The Supreme Court in Arnesh Kumar vs State of Bihar [(2014) 8 SCC 273] has held as follows: “Before a 

Magistrate authorises detention under Section 167, Cr.PC, he has to be first satisfied that the arrest made is 

legal and in accordance with law and all the constitutional rights of the person arrested is satisfied. If the arrest 

effected by the police officer does not satisfy the requirements of Section 41 of the Code, Magistrate is duty 

bound not to authorise his further detention and release the accused. In other words, when an accused is 

produced before the Magistrate, the police officer effecting the arrest is required to furnish to the Magistrate, 

the facts, reasons and its conclusions for arrest and the Magistrate in turn is to be satisfied that condition 

precedent for arrest under Section 41 Cr.PC has been satisfied and it is only thereafter that he will authorise 

the detention of an accused. The Magistrate before authorising detention will record its own satisfaction, may 

be in brief but the said satisfaction must reflect from its order. It shall never be based upon the ipse dixit 

[assertion without proof] of the police officer, for example, in case the police officer considers the arrest 

necessary to prevent such person from committing any further offence or for proper investigation of the case 

or for preventing an accused from tampering with evidence or making inducement etc., the police officer shall 

furnish to the Magistrate the facts, the reasons and materials on the basis of which the police officer had 

reached its conclusion. Those shall be perused by the Magistrate while authorising the detention and only after 

recording its satisfaction in writing that the Magistrate will authorise the detention of the accused. In fine, when 

a suspect is arrested and produced before a Magistrate for authorising detention, the Magistrate has to address 

the question whether specific reasons have been recorded for arrest and if so, prima facie those reasons are 

relevant and secondly a reasonable conclusion could at all be reached by the police officer that one or the 

other conditions stated above are attracted. To this limited extent the Magistrate will make judicial scrutiny.” 
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Further, the Supreme Court has directed that “The Magistrate while authorising detention of the accused shall 

peruse the report furnished by the police officer in terms aforesaid and only after recording its satisfaction, the 

Magistrate will authorise detention”. It has further held that “Authorising detention without recording reasons 

as aforesaid by the judicial Magistrate concerned shall be liable for departmental action by the appropriate 

High Court.” 

 

However, in the instant two cases, the order sheet does not make out such independent application of mind 

by the Learned Magistrate. It merely records that the I.O. sought that they be remanded to judicial custody, 

and no finding of the Magistrate in this regard is recorded. 

 

5.3.5 Application of mind while remanding to police custody 

Section 167(3) mandates that a magistrate authorising detention in the custody of the police shall record his 

reasons for doing so. The magistrate must apply his mind and record his reasons for doing so. The magistrate 

has to evaluate the police case to determine if the facts justify the loss of freedom. Courts have held that the 

Magistrate must satisfy itself that the presence of the accused in police custody is whether absolutely 

necessary after looking into the evidence and material collected by the Investigating Agency especially the 

case diary. However, in the instant two cases, the order sheet does not make out such independent application 

of mind by the Learned Magistrate. It merely records that the I.O. sought that they be remanded to police 

custody, and no finding of the Magistrate in this regard is recorded. In fact the total period of police custody 

sought for has been granted by the Learned Magistrate, without ascertaining whether such period was in fact 

necessary.  

 

5.3.6 Remand of Accused to Ballari Central Prison 

Order dated 13.08.2020 in Crime No. 229/2020 of K.G. Halli PS states as follows: “IO filed requisition stating 

that above accused No. 27 to 79, 81 to 97, 99 to 109, shall be sent to Ballari Central Prison as accused No. 

27 to 79, 81 to 97, 99 to 109 are not safe in Central Prison, Parapana Agrahara, Bengaluru as there is chance 

of taking rioting in Parapanna Agrahara.  Hence Accused No. 27 to 79, 81 to 97, 99 to 109 are taken into 

custody and remanded to Ballari J.C. till 26-08.2020”. In this context it must be remembered that the Accused 

were not represented by any counsel, their family members unaware of their whereabouts and the only 

protection to them and their rights was the Magistrate. Unfortunately, the Magistrate, besides allowing for 

production over a video call from a police personnel’s mobile, and granting police custody over such a call, 

also failed to protect the rights of the accused when the police made an arbitrary request for transfer of accused 

to Ballari jail. Courts have held that when a request for transfer of a prisoner is made, the prisoner must be 

heard and the Magistrate must independently apply his mind. Here the said order was passed when the 

accused were not even represented and with the Magistrate mechanically believing the police version. 

5.4 Key findings related to Right to Free Speech 
One of the precious rights in the Indian Constitutional framework is the right to freedom of speech and 

expression. Article 19(1)(a) of the Constitution mandates that, “all citizens shall have the right to freedom of 

speech and expression”. Perhaps the importance of freedom of expression and speech can be discerned from 

the Preamble of Constitution itself ensures to all citizens inter alia, liberty of thought, expression, belief, faith 

and worship. Of course, it is also guaranteed by international instruments like Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights, International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights etc.  

 

This right though is not absolute and subject to ‘reasonable restrictions’ under Article 19(2) of the Constitution 

limited to the sovereignty and integrity of India, the security of the State, friendly relations with foreign States, 

public order, decency or morality or in relation to contempt of court, defamation or incitement to an offence.  
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Draconian laws including those relating to defamation, sedition, contempt and ‘security laws’ such as AFSPA, 

NSA, UAPA are deployed to silence dissent and quell the freedom of speech and expression of individuals 

and organisations. These draconian laws, with their widely drafted provisions and vague definitions, special 

powers to authorities and investigating agencies and watering down of basic presumptions in criminal 

jurisprudence which form the bedrock of fair trials are direct infringements on the freedom of speech and 

expression. Under UAPA, for instance, the central government can impose all-India bans on associations 

merely by announcing that they are ‘unlawful’. Individuals can be criminalised by mere association or suspicion 

of association with organisations, which are critical of ruling dispositions. Mere critique of governments and its 

policies are sufficient to detained under draconian laws.  

 

These laws should be subjected to critique from the perspective of the right to freedom of speech and 

expression as recognized by the Supreme Court of India.  In Shreya Singhal v. Union of India [(2013) 12 SCC 

73] the Court held that: 

Our commitment of freedom of expression demands that it cannot be suppressed unless the situations 

created by allowing the freedom are pressing and the community interest is endangered. The 

anticipated danger should not be remote, conjectural or far-fetched. It should have proximate and 

direct nexus with the expression. The expression of thought should be intrinsically dangerous to the 

public interest. In other words, the expression should be inseparably locked up with the action 

contemplated like the equivalent of a "spark in a powder keg" 

 

In Arup Bhuyan, Indra Das and Raneef, The Supreme Court held that there was a distinction between “passive” 

and “active” membership of banned organizations. Active membership, which alone could be criminalized, 

entailed actual incitement to violence or to lawless action. 

 

These judgments of the Supreme Court invoke the image of Mahatma Gandhi as the articulator of political 

freedom as in his life he fought against such repressive laws. This was the impetus behind the nationwide civil 

disobedience movement which was waged to repeal the draconian Rowlatt Act which departed from the 

principles of criminal law by removing all the safeguards to which the accused were entitled, including the right 

to be safeguarded from pre-trial detention; legal representation; and a public trial in open court. Political 

freedom in a constitutional democracy has no meaning if the state continued to lock up its opponents. 

 

The essence of the freedom which the UAPA seeks to take away is best articulated by Mahatma Gandhi in 

the great sedition trial. He put forward a staunch defence of the freedom of speech and expression:   

“Section 124-A under which I am happily charged is perhaps the prince among the political sections 

of the Indian Penal Code designed to suppress the liberty of the citizen. Affection cannot be 

manufactured or regulated by law. If one has no affection for a person or system, one should be free 

to give the fullest expression to his disaffection, so long as he does not contemplate, promote or incite 

violence... I have no personal ill will against any single administrator; much less can I have any 

disaffection towards the King’s person. But I hold it to be a virtue to be disaffected towards a 

Government which in its totality had done more harm to India than any previous system.”121 

 

 

While Gandhi in the sedition trial was clearly asserting the freedom of the individual against the might of the 

state, there is in his assertion a critique of the state as a whole.   

 

As he put it elsewhere:  

The state represents violence in a concentrated and organized form. The individual has a soul, but as 

the state is a soulless machine, it can never be weaned from violence to which it owes its very 

                                         
121 Id., 119. 
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existence.   

 

I look upon an increase of the power of the state with the greatest fear, because although while 

apparently doing good by minimizing exploitation, it does the greatest harm to mankind by destroying 

individuality, which lies at the root of all progress122.   

 

The fact that the UAPA exists on the statute books does disservice to the ideals of the freedom struggle which 

after all was fought to assert the inviolabilty of the freedom of the individual from the lawless violence of the 

state.  The UAPA is as instrument of the ‘soulless machine of the state’ and is an assault on individuality, 

autonomy and dignity, all values which the Father of the nation held dear.  If we take seriously our Fundamental 

Duty 51A (b) ‘to cherish and follow the noble ideals which inspired our national struggle for freedom’, then the 

UAPA should be repealed forthwith.  

 

The challenge to the freedom of speech and expression is also posed by the ease with which the state clamps 

down on dissenters citing the hurt sentiments of different affected communities who call for books to be banned 

and films to be censored. From documentaries made by Anand Patwardhan to the film “Padmavathi’ to Salman 

Rushdie’s book ‘Satanic Verses’ the state has been quick to censor films and ban books on the grounds of 

‘hurt sentiments’.  

 

A recent report “Report: Wages of Hate – Journalism in Dark Times”123  analyses how to respond to hate 

speech, while ensuring that civil society does not fall into the trap of legitimizing the censorship of legitimate 

speech. It makes a distinction between hate speech and speech which ‘shocks, offends and disturbs’, it 

separates speech which has the tendency to shock and offend as falling within the constitutional recognition 

of freedom of speech and expression, distinct from hate speech, which degrades the right to citizenship of 

entire groups and communities, which that must be subject to criminal prosecution.  

 

The ease with which the government seeks to quell any dissent against its policies and calls for banning books 

and censoring films are made indicate that the value of robust speech which can ‘shock, offend or disturb’ is 

not fully appreciated by the government. There is a constitutional value to speech which ‘shocks, offends and 

disturbs’ as such speech can be a way of challenging stereotypical ideas and dominant orthodoxies. In a 

democracy such speech should be constitutionally protected even if it offends community sentiment.  

 

Therefore, the constitutional argument to restrict hate speech is not based on the viewpoint that hate speech 

‘offends, shocks or disturbs’ or that hate speech criticizes ‘belief systems, religions or institutions’ but rather 

that hate speech promotes ‘hostility, discrimination or violence’ against ‘individuals and communities belonging 

to ethnic, national or religious groups.’  At this point, it is crucial to note, is that the effect of the flourishing of 

hate speech is not spread evenly across communities, most scholars have made the point that it is the 

minorities that have to constantly face these indignities.  

 

 

The FFT is forced to contend with the important question relating to hate speech within a liberal democratic 

set-up, while considering the unpalatable nature of the Facebook post by Naveen, statements by various 

politicians including BJP spokesperson Sambit Patra that this was motivated by ‘Islamist mentality’124, or Zee 

News’s coverage particularly an article in their Hindi news referring to the riots as instigated by ‘जेहादी दंगाइयो’ 

(Islamist rioters). 

                                         
122 Rajmohan Gandhi, Mohandas: A True Story of a Man, His People and an Empire, Penguin,2007,p.396 
123 available at https://hatespeechbeda.wordpress.com/2020/09/08/report-wages-of-hate-journalism-in-dark-

times/#:~:text=The%20Report%20titled%20'Wages%20of,and%20the%20COVID%2D19%20outbreak. 
124 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/video/bengaluru-riots-a-conspiracy-1710558-2020-08-12 

https://hatespeechbeda.wordpress.com/2020/09/08/report-wages-of-hate-journalism-in-dark-times/#:~:text=The Report titled 'Wages of,and the COVID-19 outbreak
https://hatespeechbeda.wordpress.com/2020/09/08/report-wages-of-hate-journalism-in-dark-times/#:~:text=The Report titled 'Wages of,and the COVID-19 outbreak
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The Facebook post by Naveen is meant to be offensive and to incite. Clearly, it was not made in jest or as a 

critical engagement with Islam, rather there is an obvious underlying prejudice against the Muslim community, 

and derogatory opinion of Islam. The post is itself of low social value and clearly it is not a post which is meant 

to provoke critical discourse about Islam, such as perhaps the writings of intellectuals and artists which can 

claim such an intention. Arguably the post does nothing more than reinforce stereotypes about Islam and 

weaken the citizenship claims of the Muslim community. 

 

Contrarian views on religion and revered religious figures, unfortunately, tends to arouse passionate 

responses. In this instance, we have had to engage with the notion of the injured religious sentiments of 

Muslims due to the controversial Facebook post by Naveen.  

 

Clearly all Muslims the FFT met were not equally affected by the Facebook post, and even if they were, they 

did not find any reason to take to the streets against it, and believed that a complaint and FIR would suffice to 

teach the perpetrator a lesson. They cannot, and do not, accept the violence of August 11 as being legitimate 

and acceptable. There were others, who believed that the post was outright Islamophobic and see it as a 

continuation of offensive, hurtful and hate speech, against a Muslim community that is already marginalised, 

persecuted and feeling unheard and betrayed by the courts, persecuted by structures of power of the state 

and lynched by sections of society. The question raised is what are the means of justice and respect available 

to such a community in the face of such speech.   

 

What has unfortunately been missed is that while the controversial post by Naveen may meet the definition of 

‘hate speech’, the discourse around the August 11 incidents, are an ‘extreme nature’ tarring all Muslims as 

criminals also come within the understanding of hate speech.  

 

Condemnation of the violence, especially by the government and most sections of the media, instead of 

focussing on those individuals perpetrating the violence was extended to the condemnation of entire Muslim 

community. The statements and media were inflammatory, and amounted to speech that had the effect of 

dehumanising the Muslim community, creating and perpetrating stereotypes and undermining the 

constitutional and human rights of an entire community. 

 

This form of deliberate targeting of the Muslim community foments feelings of hatred, revulsion and fear of the 

Muslim. This form of repeated targeting, isolates the community, degrades their social standing and calls into 

question their status as human beings who are an intrinsic part of the Indian social fabric. Once the humanity 

of the group is under question, it becomes legitimate to call for social and economic boycott and even genocide. 

We must remember lessons from history, especially of Nazi Germany, which has taught us the lesson that it 

is hate speech that creates an environment denying individuals the constitutional right to equal citizenship, if 

allowed to continue unchecked, leads on to social and economic boycott and can culminate in the ‘crime of 

crimes’, genocide. In this instance a belief is sought to be created that the Muslim community as a whole is 

violent, intolerant and barbaric and hence disentitled from access to justice, fair trial, human and constitutional 

rights. 

 

What is troubling is that the hate speech unleashed by the media is not just a single Facebook post but rather 

by institutions which should be accountable in a democracy.  

 

The FFT thus has had to grapple with two forms of problematic speech. One by the individual Naveen meant 

to provoke and incite and against which action ought to be taken within the four corners of the law, if such 

course is sought. 

 

The FFT consciously arrives at this conclusion, bearing in mind the difference between speech that seeks to 



 

92 

or does “offends, shocks or disturbs” from speech that creates an environment of hatred and mistrust about 

an entire community and denies to individuals in the community any rights, let alone constitutional and human.  

 

Having said so, it also opines that individuals and communities including the Muslim community must strive 

towards an acceptance of all forms of critical reflections and criticism, fair and unfair, of faith, revered religious 

and religious traditions. ‘Hurt sentiments’ cannot and should not form the basis of criminal action, but those 

who indulge in hate speech should always bear the consequences.  

 

The second aspect in this regard is the lack of protection against the incendiary hate speech, and calculated 

propagation of hatred, against the Muslim community in the context of the August 11 violence. This does not 

augur well for any civilized society and, indeed, much needs to be done, legislatively, by democratic institutions 

and the Courts to tackle these forms of institutionalised hate speech.  

5.5 Practice of communal harmony in the areas – before, during and now 

What stood out in the interactions of all we spoke to without exception was their harking back to the years of 

lived communal harmony between different faiths in these areas that have been scarred in public perception 

as communally sensitive areas. The larger and very real socio political and economic reasons for why these 

localities have acquired this reputation of being tinder boxes of violence that can be ignited at any point is dwelt 

on in the introductory chapter. However, the everyday stories and sentiments of communities living together 

through difference and conflict is perhaps testimony to the resilience of ordinary people to communal 

propaganda and political machinations. A resilience rooted perhaps in their practical acceptance of plural 

realities they have to live with. And this pattern of finding islands of solidarity and support in the midst of seas 

of hatred and conflict can be seen in all riots that have broken out in the country from the time of the brutal 

partition riots where Muslims and Hindus were massacring each other down to the time of the infamous 

Mumbai riots of 1992 and the Gujarat riots of 2002 when Muslim were the targets of the increasingly muscular 

ideology of Hindutva that is dominating our politics today.  

The incident on August 11 was a very localised outburst of the male youth of the Muslim community against 

one individual of the Hindu faith who they perceived had insulted the Prophet and his uncle, the MLA, who 

they presumed had used his political power to protect him against legal action.  

Whatever might have been the larger intent and intensity of the violence perpetrated by Muslim youth on both 

public and private property, each one of the families impacted by the vandalism, be they Hindu, Muslim, Dalit 

or Christian, emphatically and spontaneously spoke about how their Muslim neighbours stood by and sheltered 

them. Examples are replete in the preceding sections where the violence in different areas is described. Local 

social workers, religious leaders and political activists including from the BJP reiterated time and again that 

this was not a problem between the Hindus and Muslims but the problem of the Muslims against the perceived 

insult of their prophet. One of the Muslim leaders from the local Jamaat even spoke of how in the famous 

Tajuddin Dargah in Nagpur the headquarters of Hindutva, even RSS leaders come and offer prayers and 

salaams to the Baba. The local BJP activist spoke about how he spoke to the police and released Muslim boys 

who he knew had nothing to do with the violence and spoke about how there had never been any Hindu Muslim 

conflict in the area.  

5.6 Social media and the FB post 

The FFT has found that Facebook Inc., which moderates content on Facebook and Instagram failed to act on 

Naveen’s Facebook post which can be said to be in the nature of hate speech, even when it is apparent, given 

the plethora on hate speech on these platforms, that the current mechanisms of Facebook Inc are incapable 

of effectively tackling incendiary speech. 
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Further, on a detailed analysis of Information regarding the post and the events of August 11, circulated on 

various social media platforms found that several Instagram accounts of Muslims with several thousands of 

followers urged people to stay indoors and not fuel the tensions. Except this, was the rapid spread of 

misinformation and selective facts, combined with divisive opinions nudging people towards generalised hate 

towards Muslims including by influencer accounts and personalities from the right-wing.  

5.7 Role of the media 

By all accounts, barring a few exceptions, media, print and television, English and Kannada, coverage of the 

events of August 11, has been biased and largely unsubstantiated. Every day was filled with hyperbole and 

imaginations ran wild. Unsubstantiated speculations and suspicions fuelled by the Islamophobic and anti-

Muslim orientation of media houses saw conspiracy theories being spun on a daily basis. The trial by media 

suspended the most basic principles of criminal jurisprudence, including the presumption of innocence and 

right to fair trial, and criminalised the entire Muslim community in these areas. Unsubstantiated and unproven 

allegations of the violence being communal and pre-planned, were presented in sensationalist manner.  

 

Conspiracy theories changed by the day with SDPI anointed as the key conspirators on one day, to be replaced 

by Congress on the next, while terror links were loosely thrown around. The media has tried to create a 

consensus among the public that the violence involving Muslims is part of a larger ‘Islamic’ narrative. That 

these are working class areas, facing tough lives die to abject state apathy, and who livelihoods have been 

decimated by the pandemic and lockdown, was not even mentioned by the media. Alongside the 

criminalisation, demonization and dehumanisation of the Muslim community as a whole, the media built a 

narrative criminalising the entire area affected by violence.  

 

It is clear from this analysis that large sections of the Kannada media especially have attempted to consolidate 

an anti-Muslim sentiment among its readers and viewers. Its coverage lacked objectivity, and abandoning any 

shred of journalistic scepticism, sensationalist reporting sought to peddle a communal agenda most blatantly. 

5.8 Role of political parties 

The FFT finds that there was overwhelming evidence to indicate that the violence far from being pre-planned, 

was opportunistic and linked to local politics including the upcoming Corporator elections. It became clear that 

the situation was being used by political parties to gain political mileage in the area.  

 

The BJP has alleged that one rival group from among the Congress used this opportunity to put down the 

other and therefore affect the other’s political potential in the area. The Congress has since rejected this claim. 

The BJP has also alleged that this was done with support from SDPI followed by the clamour to ban the 

organisation. On the other hand, SDPI has vehemently denied any involvement in the violence and vandalism 

that transpired on the night of August 11.  

 

BJP has used its influence in broadcast and print media to gain its own political mileage to promote a 

conspiracy theory to push a politics of hate. The outcome is the increase in offensive and hate speech against 

the Muslims on social media and TV channels. As the party in power, the BJP has ensured that there is 

crackdown on the Muslims in the area, but is being completely silent on investigating the motivations for 

Naveen to post the offensive picture on Facebook. While the actual reasons behind August 11 might or might 

not come to light in the coming days, the BJP has definitely used this to further polarise society on communal 

lines. 
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5.9 Larger contextual issues 

Among larger contextual issues that the fact finding noticed and would like to draw the attention of public and 

state to is the systemic neglect of these areas leading to endemic poverty, chronic ill health, lack of quality 

public health care and education and decreased employment and livelihoods. This turn of events, have 

revealed the pathetic conditions of these areas, which denies people there a life of dignity.  

 

This area has high Muslim and Dalit populations. According to the “Social, Economic and Educational Status 

of the Muslim Community of India – A Report”, urban poverty is most pervasive amongst these two sections 

of society.125 This Report is an exhaustive official record of the conditions of Muslims across the country and 

is worth revisiting in this context. The pathetic condition of these areas in regard to basic services is not isolated 

as the Report points out that, “The absence of proper civic amenities and infrastructure facilities was another 

major complaint voiced by the Muslim community across the states. Poor roads and lack of proper transport, 

sanitation, water, electricity and public health facilities pervade Muslim concentration localities. These 

generally are said not to have anganwadis, ration shops and government schools. While officials denied any 

discrimination in the provision of these services in Muslim areas, the residents of these areas were convinced 

of it.”126 Pertinently the Report has also analysed in great detail the notion of ghettoization of the Muslim 

community and has found that one the reasons for the same is that, “Apart from the reluctance of owners to 

rent/sell property to Muslims, several housing societies in “non-Muslim” localities ‘dissuade’ Muslims from 

locating there.”127 The Report also brought to fore the state’s apathy in ensuring a life with dignity in areas in 

Muslim areas as follows: “Fearing for their security, Muslims are increasingly resorting to living in ghettos 

across the country. This is more pronounced in communally sensitive towns and cities. However, while living 

in ghettos seems to be giving them a sense of security because of their numerical strength, it has not been to 

the advantage of the Community. It was suggested that Muslims living together in concentrated pockets (both 

because of historical reasons and a deepening sense of insecurity) has made them easy targets for neglect 

by municipal and government authorities. Water, sanitation, electricity, schools, public health facilities, banking 

facilities, anganwadis, ration shops, roads, and transport facilities — are all in short supply in these areas.”128 

 

Importantly the Report acknowledges the sense of discrimination that the Muslim community is forced to deal 

with on a daily basis. “They carry a double burden of being labeled as “anti-national” and as being “appeased” 

at the same time. While Muslims need to prove on a daily basis that they are not “anti-national” and “terrorists”, 

it is not recognized that the alleged “appeasement” has not resulted in the desired level of socio-economic 

development of the Community.”129, is how the Report captures the plight of the community today.  

This is coupled with what the Sachar Committee Report further points to another factor contributing to 

alienation and frustration with the law enforcement mechanisms states as, “The governmental inaction in 

bringing to book the perpetrators of communal violence has been a sore point. On the other hand, the police, 

along with the media, overplay the involvement of Muslims in violent activities and underplay the involvement 

of other groups or organizations.”130 

 

The team also would like to express concern about increasing insularity among the Muslim community, which 

even if defensive in nature, is leading to uncritical and irrational responses that could lead to violence like that 

which one witnessed during the mob violence in D.J. Halli. It must be seen that the mob culture is a disturbing 

phenomena which has no place in a society believing in the rule of law, yet we find it with increasing frequency 

across the country in the form of lynchings, communally motivated riots, atrocities on Dalits, etc.  

                                         
125 By the Prime Minister’s High Level Committee, Cabinet Secretariat, Government of India dated November, 2006 and commonly 

known as the Jst. Rajindar Sacchar Report available at http://www.minorityaffairs.gov.in/sites/default/files/sachar_comm.pdf (Pg. 158) 
126 Pg 23 of the of the Sacchar Committee Report 
127 Pg 12 of the of the Sacchar Committee Report 
128 Pg 14 of the of the Sacchar Committee Report 
129 Pg 11 of the Sacchar Committee Report 
130 Pg 13 of the of the Sacchar Committee Report 
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In particular, we must highlight that any form of religious conservatism, be it of the Hindutva kind or Islamist 

kind are fuelling each other and it is the responsibility of the State and political leaders guided by Constitutional 

and democratic values and provisions and of community and religious leaders, to guard against the actions of 

those forces who are trying to exploit insecurities and fault lines to deliberately divide and rule.   
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Chapter 6: Recommendations  

“Because the twentieth century was a century of violence 

Let us make the twenty first a century of dialogue” 

- Dalai Lama 

6.1 To the State Government 

6.1.1 Socio-economic measures  

 Having witnessed the chronic neglect by the state of the DJ Halli, KG Halli and Kavalbyrasandra areas, 

which has led to endemic poverty, chronic ill health, lack of proper housing, lack of quality public health 

care and education and decreased employment and livelihoods, and which has been worsened during 

the pandemic due to the lockdown, it is recommended that immediate socio-economic survey must be 

conducted in the areas to assess the socio-economic vulnerability of those residing herein, the loss of 

livelihoods, nutrition, health and shelter post the lock-down. Necessary measures must be taken to 

ensure that livelihood needs, shelter needs and nutritional needs are addressed 

 Recommendations of the Justice Rajinder Sachar Committee report and 15 point programme for the 

welfare of minorities must be implemented. The Committee has suggested that the policies to deal 

with the relative deprivation of the Muslims in the country should sharply focus on “inclusive 

development and 'mainstreaming' of the Community while respecting diversity”. It also states that “The 

need for equity and inclusion in a pluralistic society can never be overemphasized. But the 

mechanisms to ensure equity and equality of opportunity to bring about inclusion should be such that 

diversity is achieved and at the same time the perception of discrimination is eliminated. This is only 

possible when the importance of Muslims as an intrinsic part of the diverse Indian social mosaic is 

squarely recognized.” The various recommendations made by the Committee to ensure the same, 

must be implemented. 

 The members of the Muslim community feel neglected, isolated and attacked from all sides. Necessary 

steps must be taken to ensure that such alienation is immediately stopped, and steps are taken to 

restore trust amongst members of the community. 

6.1.2 Putting in place measures to ensure that there are no rifts created within the community 

 There must be concerted efforts made to heal and maintain the social harmony in the community to 

ensure that no section of community feels alienated or threatened.  

 The issue must not be permitted to be further communalised and steps must be taken against any 

such attempt. 

 Immediate steps must be taken by the Government towards restoring harmony in the areas including 

forming peace committees involving all communities and ensuring that they are active. 

6.1.3 On the Charges framed, the ongoing investigation and protecting the rights of the Accused 

 The charges under the Unlawful Activities Prevention Act (UAPA) invoked against the Accused must 

be immediately withdrawn.  

 The procedure as laid down in the law must be ensured and there must be a thorough investigation, 

done in a transparent manner ensuring that the rights of all accused are not violated and respecting 

the basic presumption of innocence.  

 There must be an enquiry conducted into the arrest of persons, to ensure that all innocent persons 

are immediately released. 

 All injured persons who are presently in jail must be ensured that immediate medical treatment 

 The process to recover damages for the losses suffered must be done only after the conclusion of trail 
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and must in no way jeopardize the right of the accused to a fair trial and the presumption of innocence 

 There must be an enquiry conducted into various allegation made against the police in regard to: 

◦ the delay in taking appropriate action on the facebook post, failure to secure necessary 

reinforcements on time and the manner in which the situation was allowed to get out of hand 

◦ the manner in which arrests were conducted, the failure to inform family members of the arrests 

and compliance with the law in regard to the rights of the Accused and action must be initiated 

against erring officers.  

◦ the firing into the crowd and whether the procedure mandated to disperse crowds, was strictly 

complied with and the death of Vazid Khan, Yazin Pasha and Sheikh who succumbed to bullet 

injuries 

◦ State Government must direct an inquiry into the circumstances surrounding the death of Sayyed 

Nayeem and comply with the Supreme Court directions on compensation for deaths in judicial 

custody. 

◦ The attack on the journalists by police personal and take both disciplinary and criminal action 

against the erring officials 

 The State must comply with the directions of the PUCL vs. State of Maharashtra131  judgment on extra-

judicial killings and ensure a thorough enquiring into the police firing. 

6.1.4 On widening the scope of Investigation 

 The role of Naveen in putting up the facebook post and his political links if any should be thoroughly 

probed and investigated.    

 The failure of the police to ensure prompt action on the complaints against Naveen, at both stations, 

and in taking effective steps to communicate with the crowd and control the violence should be 

investigated. 

6.1.5 Action to be taken against those making hate speech, including elected representatives and 

members of the media 

 Steps must be taken to ensure that the spread of Islamophobia is immediately stopped. Efforts to 

spread hate and misinformation about the Muslim community has resulted in the alienation and 

isolation of the community. It is the duty of the State to take all steps towards ensuring fraternity and 

promoting harmony and the spirit of brotherhood.  

 The incendiary statements made by BJP MLAs in regard to this incident constitute hate speech being 

offences under Section 153-A, 153-B, 295, 295A, 298 and 505(2) of the Indian Penal Code. Having 

sworn allegiance to the Constitution, they cannot be permitted to spew such venom. Criminal action 

should be taken against these elected representatives and they should be disqualified from the House. 

 It is necessary that criminal action is taken against members of the media who have committed 

offences under Section 153-A, 153-B, 295, 295A, 298 and 505(2) of the Indian Penal Code by 

spreading and inciting hatred.  

 Monitoring Committees at the State and District level constituted under the Cable Television Network) 

Regulation Act, 1995 must act immediately when there are violations of the Advertising and 

Programming Code framed under the said Act. 

6.1.6 Miscellaneous 

 The State needs to urgently restore trust among the people of DJ Halli, KG Halli and Kavalbyrasndra 

vis-a-vis itself. The arbitrary arrests and the nature in which they were done has left the area in the 

state of fear and distrust that, if the State does not address, it will have far reaching consequences for 

                                         
131 PUCL vs. State of Maharashtra [2014 (11) Scale 119] 
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both people and the government. 

 State Government must cancel its decision to withdraw 62 criminal cases against elected 

representatives and leaders of BJP and ensure that the prosecution in these cases is done in fair and 

swift manner. 

6.2 To the Police 

 The question of arbitrary arrests looms large over the manner in which the police has responded. As 

a first step, all innocent persons who have been arrested must be released immediately.  

 An enquiry as detailed above must be conducted and action must be initiated against the erring officials 

 Strict compliance must be ensured into the manner in which arrests take place and the family members 

of all those arrested must be immediately informed about the cases against the arrested person and 

their present whereabouts. The family members must also be permitted to meet them.  

6.3 To the Media  

 There must be a discussion on effective self-regulation in the media, especially broadcast media 

 Self-regulatory bodies like the News Broadcasters Association must be active in its response to 

violations of the Code of Ethics and Broadcasting Standards and must take necessary steps  

 Cease all sensationalising news in regard to the incident 

 Stop communal reporting and media trial 

 The Media must ensure strict adherence to the regulations governing their content on sensitive issues 

and issues involving religion, specifically on fair reporting, the prohibition on biased or half-truth 

reporting, and the prohibition on sensationalizing an issue. In specific, the media must ensure strict 

adherence to the Programming and Advertising Code provided for under the Cable Television 

Networks (Regulation) Act, 1995. Those channels who are members of the News Broadcasting 

Authority, must ensure strict compliance with the Code of Ethics and Broadcasting Standards.  

6.4 To community leaders in the areas 

 Encourage rational and critical debates on the role of religion in fostering democratic and constitutional 

values related to plurality, coexistence and compassion which are the foundations of a healthy society 

6.5 Rights of the Accused 

 The fundamental rights of the Accused including the Right to consult with an advocate, the right to 

have his family members informed are to be strictly upheld. 

 The role of the Magistrate in ensuring that the same is complied with is to be noted. 

 The law laid down by the Supreme Court in Arnesh Kumar vs State of Bihar [(2014) 8 SCC 273] on 

the issue of remand of Accused is to be strictly complied with. The right of life and personal liberty 

being an important right guaranteed under the Constitution is to be protected and any deprivation of 

the same can only be done in the manner contemplated under law. 
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The Fact Finding Team: 

The Fact Finding Team Members comprised of Alwyn D’Souza (Indian Social Institute), Cynthia Stephen 

(Independent Journalist and Policy Researcher), Dr. Siddarth Joshi (Independent Researcher), Firdouse Khan 

(Forward Trust), Gandhimathi K (All India Progressive Women's Association), Ganesh G (People’s Democratic 

Forum), Geeta Menon (Stree Jagruti Samiti), Hebbal Venkatesh (State Convenor, Dalita Sangharsha Samiti, 

Karnataka), Irshad Ahmed Desai (Movement for Justice), Leo Saldhana (Co-ordinator, Environment Support 

Group), Mallige (Karnataka Jana Shakti), Madhu Bhushan / Manu Chowdhuri (Gamana Mahila Samuha), 

Mohanraj (State Convenor, Dalita Sangharsha Samiti (Bhimavada)), Nina Nayak132 (Former Chairperson, 

Karnataka State Commission for Protection of Child Rights and former Member, National Commission for 

Protection of Child Rights), Advocate Niyaz Moosa (Association for Protection of Civil Rights, Karnataka), 

Shanmugham P (Peoples Democratic Forum), Shilpa Prasad (All India Lawyers Association for Justice), 

Swathi Seshadri (All India Peoples Forum), Tanveer Ahmed (Movement for Justice), V. Nagaraj (State 

Convenor, Dalita Sangharsha Samiti (Samyojaka)), Vijay Kumar Seethappa (Swaraj Abhiyan, Karnataka), 

Prof. YJ Rajendra (President, People’s Union for Civil Liberties, Karnataka)  

                                         
132  On account of having contracted COVID-19, Nina Nayak was unable participate in the fact-finding 
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Annexures 

Annexure 1: Abbreviations 

 

 

ACP Assistant Commissioner of Police 

ASI Assistant Sub-Inspector of Police 

BJP Bhartiya Janata Party 

CAA Citizenship Amendment Act, 2019 

CCB Central Crime Branch 

CCTV Closed-Circuit Television 

Cr. No. Crime Number 

D.J. Halli Devarajeevanahalli 

DCP(NE) Divisional Commissioner of Police (North East) 

DVR Digital Video Recorder 

FFT Fact Finding Team 

FIR First Information Report 

K.G. Halli Kadugondanahalli 

KSRP Karnataka State Reserve Police 

MLA Member of Legislative Assembly 

NCR Non Cognisable Report 

NSA National Security Act, 1980  

PI Police Inspector 

PS Police Station 

RAF Reserve Action Force 

RSS Rashtriya Swayamsevak Sangh 

SDPI Social Democratic Party of India 

SHC Station House Constable 

ToR Terms of Reference 

UAPA Unlawful Activities (Prevention) Act, 1967 
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Annexure 2: Terms of Reference 

 The Fact Finding Team will develop a timeline of events that led to the violent outbreak on August 11 

in D.J. Halli and surrounding locales of Bengaluru. 

 Develop a detailed narration of the events that led to the violence of August 11, under the following 

parameters: 

 

Social Media company efforts: 

 The duration and extent to which the controversial message was shared on Facebook and other social 

media. 

 Efforts undertaken by Facebook and other social media in responding to the controversial post, 

including steps taken to address the implications of the post 

 To document the extent to which Facebook and other social media played their due role within the 

framework of the Constitution of India, and applicable police laws and norms, to apply their voluntary 

standards in addressing, even blocking/deleting, the allegedly controversial posts that triggered the 

violence. 

 

Police efforts: 

 Did the police act as per protocol in containing the situation that was developing. 

 Did the police take adequate measures and initiate sufficient efforts prior to initiating steps that resulted 

in firing on the crowd, resulting in the death of at least three individuals. 

 Did the police undertake adequate measures to advance peace in the conflict zone, post violence 

particularly. 

 Did the police undertake sufficient investigation prior to incarcerating hundreds of individuals on their 

alleged offences of partaking in the violence. 

 Did the police in tackling this situation act per applicable protocols and guidelines. 

 Did the police work with a strategy of bringing law and order in place with effective measures. 

 Were the police under any pressure to yield to political demands. 

 Were police measures proportionate to the scale and intensity of the violence, during the violent 

outbreak and thereafter. 

 Was deployment of police and RAF proportionate to the situation.  

 Was enforcement of, and duration of enforcement of, Sec 144 under IPC, proportionate to the 

conditions of the situation. 

 To document if there was violation of human rights by the police during interrogation or when arrests 

were undertaken. 

 To examine the history of relationships between D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli police stations and the people 

within their jurisdiction, with a particular view of identifying if any prevailing tensions fuelled the 

outbreak of violence. 

 

Political efforts: 

 To examine the role played by the elected representatives representing the area (Councillors, MLAs 

and MP) and other political parties around the incidents of August 11 and thereafter 

 To examine the role of messages issued by key political leaders, including (or especially) those on 

social media, in fueling or containing the violence. 

 To examine if key political leaders acted in conformance with Police Commissioner’s appeals and 

efforts to promote peace, and particularly appeals that required not to advance, or exacerbate, inter-

community tensions. 

 To examine if there were any political reasons for the outbreak of the violence, and if the controversial 

message was employed to fuel  these political tensions. 

 To examine if there were particular efforts to mobilise a violent mob and to target their violence against 
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particular individuals, families and communities. 

 To examine if the mob was mobilised external to the area of the violence, or if they were local and 

reactive. 

 To examine if there were any pre-meditated efforts to triggers and channelise the violence. 

 

Impact: 

 To identify to the best extent possible those who were injured, grievously, or those who died as an 

outcome of the violence and its aftermath. 

 To examine the attack on media persons on August 11. 

 To examine if there was a deliberate or reactive effort to attack the media. 

 

 

Post violence actions: 

 To examine the rationale and document basis of mass arrests undertaken. 

 To document legal grounds being framed against those alleged of participating in the violence 

 To document if the due legal process has been followed in undertaking arrests and interrogations. 

 To document and examine if adequate legal support has been extended to victims of violence and 

also those who have been arrested 

 To examine conditions of families who have lost members in the violence, police firing and its 

aftermath, and to ascertain if they are supported with adequate legal support. 

 To examine whether the police injured in the violence have been taken care of  

 To document if any of these deaths could have been avoided. 

 To examine if imposition of curfew for days after the violent outbreak was necessary or 

disproportionate 

 To examine how various communities responded to the violent outbreak, especially in containing the 

violence, and also subsequently in extending relief and rehabilitation to the impacted. 

 To examine if any efforts were undertaken to reach out to the affected communities with the view of 

tackling the spread of COVID-19 and assisting those infected with due and effective treatment.  

 To examine if efforts are being made to build mutual confidence and harmony between the 

communities, and with the police and other arms of the state. 

 

Documenting the background of the situation: 

 To document the alleged role of one Naveen, accused of spreading the malicious message first on 

Facebook, which is alleged to have triggered the violence. 

 To document if the said Naveen, or any of his associates, are in any way instrumental to fueling inter-

community tensions and the outbreak of violence. 

 To examine if the said Naveen had any malicious intent in sharing the deemed offensive message on 

Facebook, if he was an instrumentality in a wider conspiracy of causing violence, or if he was merely 

careless in spreading the deemed offensive message/s. 

 Is the area prone to inter-community violence? 

 To establish if the demographic profile of the area, especially religion and caste, class composition, 

and economic status, has anything to do with the outbreak of the violence. 

 

Alleged role of the media in targeting and labelling a particular community as prone to violence: 

 To document and analyse the manner in which the media has played its role in reporting on events 

that led to the violence and its aftermath. 

 To document and analyse if the media has had sufficient basis in framing the violence as operative of 

a wider terror networks 

 To document and examine if the media has reported objectively, or if there has been subjective 
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interpretation of events. 

 
Members of the Fact Finding Team 
 

Sr. No. Name of the Representative Organisation/ Designation 

1 Nina Nayak Former Chairperson, Karnataka State Commission 
for Protection of Child Rights and former Member, 
National Commission for Protection of Child Rights 

2 Cynthia Stephen Independent Journalist and Policy Researcher 

3 V Nagaraj State Convenor, Dalita Sangharsha Samiti 
(Samyojaka) 

4 Mohanraj  State Convenor, Dalita Sangharsha Samiti 
(Bhimavada) 

5 Advocate Niyaz Moosa Association for Protection of Civil Rights, Karnataka 

6 Leo Saldhana Co-ordinator, Environment Support Group 

7 Geeta Menon Stree Jagruti Samiti 

8 Prof YJ Rajendra President, People’s Union for Civil Liberties, 
Karnataka 

9 Irshad Ahmed Desai Movement for Justice 

10 Madhu Bhushan Gamana Mahila Samuha 

11 Advocate Clifton D’ Rozario All India Lawyers Association for Justice 

12 Hebbal Venkatesh State Convenor, Dalita Sangharsha Samiti-
Karnataka 

13 Vijay Kumar Seethappa Swaraj Abhiyan - Karnataka 

14 Firdouse Khan Forward Trust 

15 Gandhimathi K  All India Progressive Women's Association 

16 Tanveer Ahmed Movement for Justice 

17 Shanmugham P Peoples Democratic Forum 

18 Swathi Seshadri All India Peoples Forum 

19 Mallige  Karnataka Jana Shakti 

20 Alwyn D’Souza Indian Social Institute 

21 Dr. Siddarth Joshi Independent Researcher 

22 Ganesh G People’s Democratic Forum 

23 Manu Chowdhuri C Gamana Mahila Samuha 

24 Shilpa Prasad All India Lawyers Association for Justice 
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Annexure 3: Copy of complaint filed in K.G. Halli PS  
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Annexure 4: Hospital papers – Yasin Pasha 
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Annexure 5: Hospital papers - Saddaf Baig 
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Annexure 6: Copy of email sent by Tabassum Taj to the Commissioner of Police 

 
Tabassum Taj, whose husband was picked up on August 14, 2020 and about whose whereabout she did not 

know had written an email to the Commissioner of Police. Below is the email and the attached hand written 

letter. 
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Annexure 7: Coverage of the violence by individual channels in English media  

 
India Today 

 

India Today’s reporting of the violence was casual at its best and irresponsible at its worst. While some articles 

took care to acknowledge and condemn the derogatory Facebook post. This is a chronological analysis of the 

reporting starting from August 12, the day after the riots took place. On the morning of August 12, India Today 

reported from partially on the ground as one of their reporters had been on the site. The first article they 

published was a general overview of the incident, including tweets that had been taken by their journalists at 

the site. The tweets included videos of the violence. The rest of the article immediately mentioned police 

statements as well as a count of the number of people that were arrested less than 12 hours later. The 

concerned MLA’s statement was also featured. 133 The second report by India Today was a statement by CM 

Yediyurappa on the matter noting that Bengaluru had never seen riots like this and they were looking at a 

special probe into the matter.134 Over the course of the day, India Today reported both on SPDI’s 

involvement135 as well as on the issue of whether the riots were a pre-planned conspiracy, only using 

statements from authorities to back up their reports and absolutely no evidence. The latter was done 

predominantly through their television broadcasting where the anchor repeatedly stressed on the fact that the 

riots were pre-planned and says: “there was adequate preparation made to create this kind of destruction and 

damage”. The anchor also takes care to note that the protestors were armed.136  By the end of the day, the 

majority of the reporting, both on electronic and televised media, revolved around SPDI’s involvement in the 

riots and the unsubstantiated claim that the riots were a conspiracy. As a first day reporting matter, this is 

dangerous as it sets a tone for the rest of the reporting. If the claims about a conspiracy were indeed 

unfounded, the level of emphasis that first day reporting placed on it was irresponsible. 

 

With SPDI in the guilty seat already, the next few days of reporting revolved primarily around the political party, 

including debates from BJP and Congress ministers and spokespeople on their opinions. A panel discussion 

between two spokespeople from the primary party turned into an ego battle on who was more at fault. They 

also used it as common ground to condemn SPDI for their alleged involvement, terming the organisation 

‘radical’. (See IMG 1) 

 

                                         
133 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/east-bengaluru-violence-mob-attack-congress-mla-srinivas-murthy-house-kg-halli-police-

station-pelt-derogatory-facebook-post-1710232-2020-08-12 

134 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/karnataka-cm-yediyurappa-condemns-bengaluru-violence-ensures-action-culprits-1710325-

2020-08-12 
135 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/bengaluru-riots-over-communal-post-2-killed-section-144-curfew-in-bengaluru-top-

developments-1710268-2020-08-12 
136 https://www.indiatoday.in/programme/to-the-point/video/bengaluru-riots-unscripted-violence-or-planned-conspiracy-1710527-2020-

08-12 
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They even had BJP spokesperson Sambit Patra on a panel discussion claim that this was motivated by 

‘Islamist mentality’. Although he clearly distinguished between ‘Islam’ and ‘Islamist’, the damage would’ve been 

done. Allowing an official spokesperson to name the riots ‘radical’ and ‘fundamental’ is enough for media 

viewers to have a preconceived notion of the event.137 
 

By August 13, India Today was reporting on alleged links between SPDI’s involvement in the Delhi Riots as 

well as the Bengaluru Riots and using quotes from official ministers such as the Karnataka Revenue Minister 

C.T. Ravi wherein he calls the protestors ‘traitors’.138  

 

 
 

Several efforts were also made to paint the rioters as extreme radicals with an anti-national agenda. India 

Today ran a televised broadcast noting that the rioters had called to ‘kill the police’ according to the FIR which 

was surprisingly not uploaded despite it being a public document. 

 

 
 

On August 15, India Today ran a profile piece on Naveen using quotes from his father attempting to justify the 

post by saying Naveen’s social media was hacked.139 By August 20, India Today was publishing articles 

                                         
137

 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/video/bengaluru-riots-a-conspiracy-1710558-2020-08-12 
138

 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/bengaluru-riots-planned-karnataka-govt-damages-rioters-1710475-2020-

08-12 
139

 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/know-more-about-man-allegedly-behind-post-that-burnt-bengaluru-

1711341-2020-08-15 
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claiming that there were links between an accused in the riots and Al-Hind, a terror outfit and that the accused, 

Saimuddin, had been in touch with an accused in the murder of an RSS worker.140 This conveniently creates 

the impression that there was a larger terror plot and the Bengaluru Riots were simply a smaller part of that 

and that if the murderer of a ‘national social worker’ (RSS) was in touch with an accused from the riots, there 

was undoubtedly an anti-national agenda to this. From ‘radical SPDI’ involvement to ‘connections to Al-Hind, 

India Today’s reporting turned from unbiased news reports to sensationalism at its finest.  

 

Republic TV 

 

Republic TV’s modus operandi was slightly different from India Today. By the morning of August 12, they had 

immediately declared the riots to be a ‘template’, using a tweet by Amit Malaviya, head of the BJP IT Cell. In 

the tweet, Malaviya directly compares the situation in Bengaluru to the situation in Delhi earlier this year. 

Coming from the HoD of the ruling party, the tweet carries a lot of clout and its posting is reckless.  

 

 
 

On their televised broadcast, Republic TV showed ‘exclusive’ footage of the event, calling it a conspiracy right 

off the bat with little to no evidence other than statements to the police. They implicated SPDI immediately. No 

copies of the FIRs were obtained and nor were any statements given. The broadcasted footage is 3 minutes 

of looped tape on which the unruly crowd are shown to be burning down vehicles and committing acts of 

violence. The below screenshot is a bold faced lie. Republic TV did not show any ‘proof’ of such a conspiracy 

in the 3 minutes of footage they collected. They also claimed that the protestors threw Molotov cocktails, a fact 

that no other media outlet or law enforcement agency confirmed.141 

 

                                         
140

 https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/bengaluru-violence-one-accused-detained-by-police-had-links-with-2016-

killing-of-rss-man-1712315-2020-08-18 
141

 https://www.republicworld.com/india-news/politics/republic-accesses-cctv-footages-of-benagluru-riots.html 
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More importantly, on the first day of the aftermath, Republic TV broadcasted panel discussions with SPDI 

member Tasreem Rehmani wherein he was directly called an ‘instigator’ by anchor Arnab Goswami and his 

party called an ‘extremist party’. The level of sensationalism that Republic TV brings to journalism is not 

unknown but running a media trial on the SPDI with little to no basis is harmful journalism.142 
 

On the panel discussion, they also floated the hashtag #BengaluruConspiracy and directly accused SPDI for 

the loss of lives incurred during the riots. They also called for an immediate ban on the SPDI.  

 

 
 

By August 14, Republic TV was publishing content that directly and indirectly insinuated Congress involvement 

in the riots. The Home Minister B.S. Bommai allegedly claimed that Congress leadership had failed while 

Republic TV also published another article of Congress Minister K.J. George requesting the event to not be 

politicised after his aide was arrested.143 It is clear that Republic TV was attempting to establish a) a Congress 

connection to the riots and boost BJP’s political clout and b) that there was a larger political conspiracy at 

hand. A last report on the use of UAPA came in from the media house, after which they stopped reporting 

updates. Republic TV’s reporting of the matter was very evidently agenda-driven. There was no mention of 

how this happened under the watch of the BJP and most of the blame was thrown either at SDPI in adrenaline 

fuelled panel discussions or at the Congress party.  

 
 

                                         
142 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pVuxPnSpBlk 
143 https://www.republicworld.com/india-news/politics/bengaluru-riot-congs-kj-george-extorts-faith-in-police-probe-reques.html 
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Zee News 

One might say Republic TV’s coverage was slightly more unbiased than Zee’s. On the very first day after the 

violence at 7:05 am, only hours after the violence had come to an end, Zee News published an article in their 

Hindi news referring to the riots as ‘जेहादी दंगाइयो’ (Jihadi Rioters). The word ‘jihadi’ has become a right wing 

media buzzword to alert their viewers to content that may involve Muslims in some way, thereby perpetuating 

any Islamophobic sentiments their viewers already have. ‘Jihad’ also has connotations to terrorists and so the 

usage of the word is a direct implication that the riots had terrorist connections. This claim was made not even 

12 hours after the event. The following screenshot can loosely be translated as, ‘Jihadi Rioters also damage 

government property’.144 

 

 
 
The next day, Zee News published an article calling PFI, and by extension SPDI ‘Islamic fundamentalists’ and 
referring to the unruly crowd as a ‘violent mob of Muslims’. The article went on to compare reactions to actions 
of violence committed by Hindus and Muslims noting that the former was always chastised while the latter was 
never. The article apparently “analyses how shouting slogans of Jai Shree Ram become communal, but people 
from the Muslim community's violent protest invites no reaction from those who call them champions of 
secularism”. This is an unnecessary comparison to other forms of violence and communal riots that should 
have no bearing on notions of this incident but the article establishes a strong right wing voice and leaves the 
impression that the riots were an ‘anti-Hindu’ act.  
 

 
 

The article went on to imply that Muslims were nothing but a ‘vote bank’ to politicians and made several other 

arbitrary comparisons between Hindus and Muslims. It also stated that the Facebook post was a ‘spark’ that 

triggered the inevitable riots.145 The article was extremely divisive and Zee News does not try to hide their 

Islamophobic views. 

 

On August 14, Zee published two pieces of news concerning the riots -  one on television and a print article. 

The Hindi televised segment made no mention of the Facebook post and merely condemned both the 

Congress party and SPDI/PFI for their involvement in the issue. The print article was worse. The headline of 

the article called the form of protest ‘guerrilla warfare’ implying that it was a war-like situation.  

 

                                         
144

 https://zeenews.india.com/hindi/zee-hindustan/national/jehadis-and-majhabi-kattarpanthi-elements-done-

brutality-in-bengaluru-riots/727638 
145

 https://zeenews.india.com/india/bengaluru-violence-a-pre-planned-conspir acy-that-just-needed-a-spark-to-

explode-2302369.html 
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The article drew presumed correlations between the Delhi and Bengaluru riots, claiming: ‘The masterminds of 

the riots have tried to tarnish Bengaluru's image the way they did in Delhi.’ It also made immediate connections 

between PFI and terror, quoting an uncredited report from the Intelligence Unit of Jharkhand Police that ‘PFI 

wants to make some cities in India like Syria’. Syria, currently reeling from civil unrest and political instability, 

is another common right wing buzzword to denote absolute anarchy, probably unleashed by ‘Islamic 

fundamentalists’. 

 

Zee did not attempt to hide their Islamophobia, which came shining through in several articles. Their casual 

usage of careless words to create a specific impression of Muslims and Islam is clear. The media house makes 

deliberate attempts to use hateful journalism as a tool to give the impression that the riots were anti-national 

in nature.146 Using words like ‘guerilla warfare’ in the headline is beyond reckless and irresponsible and creates 

a preconceived image in readers’ minds. Especially at a time when the image of Indian Muslims is very 

vulnerable, this sort of journalism is testing the limits of free speech. Repetition of phrases such as ‘violent 

mob’ and ‘anti-national sentiments’, especially under our current circumstances, sets a dangerous precedent 

for unbiased journalism. 

 

Coverage of the violence by individual newspapers and channels in Kannada media  

 

Kannada Prabha147 

Kannada Prabha began its reportage of the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli violence by claiming on August 12 that it 

was a pre-planned one and the main target were the police stations in these two places. Building on this 

assertion, it reported the next day, quoting revenue minister R. Ashok, that some unknown persons came to 

distribute money that night and the plan was to kill Naveen. On both these days, there was little to no 

condemnation of the deemed offensive Facebook post by P.Naveen which is claimed to be the immediate 

trigger for the initial unrest.  

 

On August 14, after the police filed FIRs, Kannada Prabha reported that during the night of the violence there 

were calls for killing the police (ಪೋಲಿಸರನ್ನು  ಕೊಲಿಿ  ಎನ್ನು ತ್ತಾ  ನ್ನಗಿ್ಗದರು) and a prize of 51 lakhs was put out 

for anyone who brought Naveen’s head. It also cited unnamed police forces to state that the SDPI chief who 

had been arrested had planned violence three times earlier, and the party had a role in this violence. It also 

stated that an unsuccessful attempt was made that night to steal from the Armed Reserve Force and attack 

the police. For some of these claims, the home minister Basavaraj Bommai was quoted. 

 

On August 15, it claimed that crores had been looted by the violent mob that night, that this was not communal 

violence but a pre-planned one. It stated that after the violence when the police were making arrests, SDPI 

volunteers started Whatsapp groups to advise people on what to do when police came to their houses.   

 

  

                                         
146 https://zeenews.india.com/india/bengaluru-rioters-adopted-guerrilla-warfare-strategy-of-attack-and-retreat-sought-instant-justice-

2302614.html 
147 We accessed print copies of Kannada Prabha 
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On August 16 and 17, reports on the violence focussed on the modalities with one report stating how the going 

live options on social media platforms Facebook and Instagram was used to mobilise people through 

provocative propaganda (August 16), and that investigation had confirmed that petrol and kerosene had been 

used.  

 

On August 18, the first assertion of a pre-planned conspiracy which involved SDPI was escalated to that of a 

terrorist conspiracy. This happened when one person was arrested and Kannada Prabha claimed that support 

had been provided by the ISIS to the violence. The newspaper also claimed that nearly 40000 incoming and 

outgoing calls had been made that night from near D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli. The next day, on August 19, it 

was reported that the investigation team had unearthed links between a terror suspect and ‘rioters’ 

(ಗಲಭೆಕೊೋರರ). By August 21, the newspaper reported J.C. Madhuswamy stating that the Central Crime 

Branch had reported to the National Investigation Agency about links that atleast 40 ‘rioters’ had with terrorist 

organisations.  

 

It is pertinent to note that in this period of 11 days, the deemed offensive Facebook post was mentioned seven 

days but was condemned only once. 

 

Vijayvani 

Vijayvani began its coverage of the violence on August 12 by stating that three had died in firing by the police 

and 147 were arrested. It declared that the violence was pre-planned and raised the possibility that SDPI was 

behind the violence. The next day, on August 13, the paper declared that SDPI’s involvement was clearly 

evident, it said, according to the CCB’s investigations.148 On August 14, the paper said that the violence was 

part of a conspiracy to kill the police and the main accused had ‘sketched’ out this plan four times earlier at the 

time of anti-CAA/NRC protests, during the judgement delivered on the Ram Janmabhoomi issue and when the 

foundation for the Ram temple was being laid in Ayodhya. These details, it said, has come out through the 

police’s preliminary investigations.149 

 

On August 15, the paper quoted R. Ashok, the state revenue minister, who said the move to ban SDPI and 

PFI was being considered seriously.150 Reportage in the next two days stated that police investigations had 

uncovered details that the violence had been planned from seven days earlier through Facebook. It also 

reported that a raid on the SDPI office had uncovered iron rods, bats, and other deadly weapons. On August 

18, the paper raised the possibility that the violence had ISIS links when it published ‘ಗಲಭೆಗೆ ಐಸಿಸ್ ಲಿಿಂಕ್?’ It 

cited preliminary evidence by the police that one of the suspects who had links with a terrorist has been 

‘trapped’ by the CCB. The editorial on this day also argued that the suspects were anti-nationals and reiterated 

the suspicions of an ISIS link in the violence.151  

 

On August 19, the paper further reported on the terrorist angle stating that ATS investigations had uncovered 

that about 40 people arrested had direct links with terrorist organisations.152 The paper also attempted to link 

the accused to murders that had taken place earlier and to terrorist organisations. The next day, the paper 

again asked if foreign money had been involved in the D.J. Halli violence and attributed it to police 

suspicions.153 On August 21, the paper reported Law Minister JC Madhuswamy stating that there was not 

enough evidence for a ban on SDPI and PFI and will be considered if evidence becomes available.154 

                                         
148http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200813#Page/1 
149http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200814#Page/1 
150http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200815#Page/1 
151http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200818#Page/1 
152http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200819#Page/1 
153http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200820#Page/1 
154http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200821#Page/1 

http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200813#Page/1
http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200814#Page/1
http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200815#Page/1
http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200818#Page/1
http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200819#Page/1
http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200820#Page/1
http://epapervijayavani.in/EditionPage/EPpage.php?edn=Bengaluru&isid=VVAANINEW_BEN_20200821#Page/1
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It is pertinent to note that in this period of 10 days between 12 and 21, the deemed offensive Facebook post 

was mentioned only once and had not been condemned at all. 

 

Vijay Karnataka155 

Vijay Karnataka stated on the night after the violence on August 12 that one person had died in police firing 

and more than 50 police personnel had been injured in the violence. It also claimed that this was the result of 

a systematic conspiracy, that petrol, rods and stones were being gathered since the afternoon before the 

violence broke out. It called it violence by some mischief-makers from the Muslim community and presented 

no evidence for its claims. 

 

On August 13, even as it reported that three people had died, a magisterial enquiry had been ordered and that 

Muslims shielded a temple, it also stated that those involved in the violence had to bear the cost of properties 

destroyed, that the violence had a connection with the neighbouring state of Kerala and that the ‘thugs’ had 

received money to carry out the violence. It attributed these statements to Home Minister Basavaraj Bommai. 

The next day, on August 14, it claimed that the SDPI was behind the violence and that 2.5 kg gold and 6 kg 

silver had been stolen and that a ‘gang’ of 300 people had come from Shivajinagar. These statements were 

also attributed to the minister. On August 15, the paper claimed that the police had discovered that the violence 

was connected to the elections and that a proposal was going to be sent to the Centre about banning SDPI 

and PFI. Between August 18 and 19, the arrest of an individual with alleged connections to Al-Hind was cited 

as one bit of evidence that the violence had terrorist linkages. It also reported on the discussion within the state 

council of ministers on banning SDPI. 

 

This paper did not mention the deemed offensive Facebook post at all, let alone condemn it, between August 

12 and 18 and between August 21 and 22. 

 

Udayavani 

Udayavani began its coverage of the violence on August 12 by highlighting the death of two persons due to 

police firing. It linked the violence to the Facebook post which it termed offensive. It also quoted the Home 

Minister Basavaraj Bommai stating that the police have been given a free hand in dealing with the situation 

and that no attacker will go unpunished, no matter what religion they belong to. The next day, on August 13, it 

reported on actions being undertaken to secure the area but also highlighted in its headline that the damage 

costs will be collected from those who were involved in the violence and that the violence was pre-planned. 

For the latter claim, it narrated the series of events that took place to argue that this was a coordinated event. 

Reportage in the paper focussed on condemnations from various politicians from across the spectrum, with a 

large number of them focussed only on the attack and not on the Facebook post that is said to have led to the 

violence. Only two Muslim legislators’ opinions on police inaction were cited. On August 14, the paper quoted 

the deputy Chief Minister Ashwath Narayan alleging a link between Congress and SDPI and the violence a 

fallout of fights between the two parties. It also quoted anti-Congress opinions from BJP leaders which stated 

that the opposition party was anti-Dalit; former chief minister Siddaramaiah’s response was also covered in 

reports on this day. 

 

On August 15, revenue minister R. Ashok’s statements that the SDPI needed to be banned since they had 

been involved in anti-Hindu violence since 2008 in Karnataka was reported. The next day, on August 16, it 

quoted Govind Karjol, BJP minister, who stated that action will be taken against all ‘deshadrohis’ and the 

government is working towards that. On August 17, the paper quoted Arvind Limbavalli, vice-president of BJP, 

that this was a pre-meditated attack and that one facebook post could not have resulted in the gathering of 

hundreds of people. On August 18, the paper reported that CCB investigations had revealed the hand of ISIS 

                                         
155 We accessed print copies of Vijay Karnataka 
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and an organisation Al-Hind (said to be inspired from ISIS) in the arson. The arrest of one Samiuddin and his 

alleged terror links was cited as evidence. It was alleged that Samiuddin had ties with other terror suspects 

and organisations. On August 19, the paper reported that the violence had its origins in political rivalries and 

former Mayor Sampath Raj had been questioned, and his personal secretary P. Arun had been arrested. 

 

On August 20, the paper focussed on the investigations into Samiuddin and Wajid Pasha. It also wrote a few 

lines about the pleas by Muslim women whose male family members had been arrested that they be released 

because they were innocent. The next day, the paper reported on the meeting of the council of ministers stating 

that pressure was building up on the government to ban SDPI and that a law akin to the one in Uttar Pradesh 

that recovers damage costs from those indulging in violence should be introduced. It also reported on the 

press conference held by Samiuddin’s wife who stated that her husband had no connection with Naari 

foundation, an NGO that she had started, and there were no terror links between her NGO and any banned 

organisation. It highlighted quotes from two ministers: CT Ravi who said that evidence of activities harmful to 

the society were being collected to proceed in the direction of a ban; and R. Ashok, who said that although 

Siddaramaiah had asked not to speak about Pulikeshinagar, his inner voice was asking him if such anti-

national organisations should exist. Coverage reduced considerably on August 22 and the paper only reported 

that the process of identifying those who were part of the violent mobs was on and that several of the suspects 

were hiding in border areas around Kerala, Tamil Nadu and Andhra Pradesh. 

 

TV9 Kannada 

On August 12, TV9 Kannada presented the violence as random, unreasonable and only intended to disturb 

peace in the city. An unclear reference to the Facebook post was made and it was asserted that a big issue 

had been made out of a small post. The emphasis was on violence with repeated statements and footage of 

fire and violence. The background for the anchor in the studio repeatedly showed footage of violence and 

videos referred to the mob as "savages" and "delinquents" without directing it towards a community.156 In 

another report, the anchor claimed that Pasha was responsible for the violence because he did not file the 

complaint and leave the police station.157 In yet another one, the stone pelting is compared to violence in 

Mangalore and Kashmir.158 

 

On August 13, the channel moved from its initial assertion that it was a mindless act of violence to claiming 

that the violence was a premeditated act of hatred and conspiracy. It aired minister R. Ashok’s statements that 

it was a conspiracy to murder MLA Srinivas Murthy and that CCTV footage was available that ostensibly 

showed a man in a scooter receiving money from two other men, indicating that this was planned.159 The 

channel also repeatedly asked why a Facebook post was made to go viral; this was another indication, it 

claimed, that this was a pre-planned conspiracy. At one point, the anchor stated, “if you observe the disaster 

that took place, the incident was definitely not at-the-moment. Behind the arson, systematic conspiracy and 

past hatred is believed to have been there”.160 This ploy, the channel claimed, was because of the rivalry 

between the MLA and one of the persons arrested, Pasha. 

 

On August 15, the channel broadcast news reports where it claimed that the violence was a ploy to kill the 

police (based on an interview with a police personnel who recounts his experience) and that this violence was 

a case of in-fighting within the Congress.161 On August 16 and 19, it published reports on Muslim women 

                                         
156 https://youtu.be/9Yo363mXkr8 
157 https://youtu.be/6Ab1ZXYFj5g 
158 https://youtu.be/w_zHE_k29fo 
159 https://youtu.be/j1byjVmg0bA 
160 https://youtu.be/j1byjVmg0bA 
161 https://youtu.be/0JolNuZPfq0 
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asking the police to free the male members of the family who had been arrested.162 On both occasions, the 

channel presented these pleas unsympathetically stating that while family members may state they are 

innocent, the police are confident that the arrests are based on proof and according to law.  

 

On August 17, the anchor claimed that ISIS or other terror organisations might have wanted to let Bengaluru 

go up in flames and the arrest of Samiuddin had exposed terror links with Al Hind and ISIS.163 However, on 

August 18, the channel returned to claiming that the whole violence had been planned and executed by two 

corporators Sampath Raj and Abdul Rakeeb Zakir belonging to the Congress party; the former Mayor Sampath 

Raj had contacted the accused Muzammil Pasha, and the violence was a result of political competition.164 On 

August 19, the same assertions were made with the title of the segment holding them clearly responsible but 

the actual video footage only showing them being questioned.165 

 

On August 23, the channel again claimed that Zaid who was the primary accused for the riots was related to 

Afridi, the accused in Church street bomb blast cases. D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli has been frequented by people 

who have terror links, the report claimed.166 

 

Suvarna News 

On August 12, Suvarna News focussed its morning coverage on the fact that its reporter and cameraperson 

were attacked by the mob. It claimed that the attack was intentional; members of the unruly crowd, which 

numbered about 15, had ascertained that they belonged to Suvarna news and then attacked them. It aired an 

in-studio interview with its injured employees and another cameraperson, who happened to be Muslim and 

had gone to cover the violence. The reporter, Ravi stated that he had witnessed this last during the violence 

in 2012 when he was covering a lawyers’ protest that turned violent. The Muslim cameraperson was asked 

about his ‘community’ and what they thought of his working for the channel. The cameraperson replied saying 

that he is often berated and that he had been shunned by many of his friends for working in the channel. During 

the course of the day, the channel repeatedly stated that this was a pre-planned conspiracy and laid out as 

evidence the following sequence of events: at 7 pm the Facebook post was put up and by 8.30 pm, 2500 

people had gathered and broke away into two teams to attack different places. By 9.30 pm stone throwing 

started at MLA’s house but escalated by 9.45 pm. The violent mob spread to all the nearby streets, blocked 

off the entry of additional police forces and by 10.30 pm the police had to send out a distress call. They entered 

houses and attacked people inside and did not spare women and children even. By 11.10 pm the mob entered 

and attacked the D.J. Halli PS. If in an hour or two, such a large number of people had gathered, then it must 

be a pre-planned conspiracy, the channel declared, and claimed that planning for this violence had been 

underway for 15 days. 

 

The channel also claimed that posters had been circulating on whatsapp asking people to gather at the 

premises of the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli police stations and at the MLA’s house since the day before the 

violence itself. A war-like situation had been created, it said. For about six hours the police had no control and 

it became these people’s father’s law reigned (ಇವರಪ್ಪ ನ ಮನೆ ಕಾನೂನ್ನ ಆಗ್ಗತ್ತಾ  ನಿನೆು ). The channel also 

reported on the attack on Naveen’s house and claimed that gold jewellery worth 10 lakhs and cash worth Rs.5 

lakhs had been looted, the photos inside the puja room of the house had been destroyed and the clothes inside 

the wardrobe had been burnt down. 

 

 

                                         
162 https://youtu.be/gM1kt2AgHcU; https://youtu.be/awa-cHV_l2o 
163 https://youtu.be/QdLHOr5V7LQ 
164 https://youtu.be/j-FcEkKeM8Y 
165 https://youtu.be/j-FcEkKeM8Y 
166 https://youtu.be/6wD316ToDkg 
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On August 13, the channel continued providing extensive air-time to the violence. It declared as ‘breaking 

news’ that the violence was pre-planned. It accused the SDPI of wanting to burn entire K.G. Halli down, kill 

Naveen and had readied deadly weapons to carry out this plan. Later in the night on that day, the channel 

speculates that the violence could be a vengeful response to the Ram Mandir foundation-laying ceremony in 

which Prime Minister Modi had participated and declares that like in Padarayanapura, fundamentalists were 

involved in this case also. On the night of the violence, those involved in the violence waited till shops closed, 

and came from places like Shivajinagar, Goripalya, K.R. Market with the express aim of burning police stations 

down. At its 9 pm show, the channel decided to tackle the growing criticism that the police had not acted on 

the matter quickly and this had resulted in the violence. Claiming that Naveen’s was not a Facebook post but 

a comment, the channel stated it had been published at 6 pm and by 7.40 pm 250 people had gathered. The 

police asked for two hours of time but by 8.30, over 2500 people gathered and asked the police to hand over 

Naveen to them. The matter escalated from this point onwards, the channel stated. 

 

On August 14, the channel claimed that it was revealing the masks of every person behind the violence. 

Attributing the information to CCB sources, the channel claimed that Frazer Town corporator Zakir had a link 

with the violence. It rained abuses on these elected representatives such as being impersonators who were 

intent on destroying their own house (ಸೋಗು, ಮನೆಹಾಳ ಕೆಲಸ. ಒಬ್ಬೊ ಬ್ೊ ರ ಮುಖವಾಡ ಕಳಚಿ ಬಿಸಾಡುತ್ತಾ ದೆ 

ಸುವರ್ಣ ನೂೂ ಸ್). Later that day, it ran a show in which it claimed that those involved in the violence had 

planned to set the entire state ablaze. Addressing its viewers, the channel said, ‘Three deadly plans. If you 

listen to these plans, your blood will boil. They say Facebook was responsible for this. But that was just an 

excuse. This violence had been planned for eight months now. These religious fanatics were not targeting only 

K.G. Halli but had plans to burn entire Bengaluru down.’ ಮೂರು ಡೆಡಿ್ಲ  ಪಿ್ಲನ್ಗಳು. (ಮತ್ತಾ  ಮತ್ತಾ  ಕೆ.ಜಿ.ಹಳಿ್ಳ  

ಕೋಚಕರು ಹೇಳುತ್ಾ ಲೇ ಇತ್ತಣರೆ). ಇದನ್ನು  ಕೇಳ್ಳದರೆ ನಿಮಮ  ರಕಾ  ಕುದಿಯುತ್ಾ ದೆ. ಇದಕೆೆ  ಫೇಸ್ಬುಕ್ ಕಾರರ್ ಎಿಂದು 

ಹೇಳುತ್ತಾ ದ್ದಾ ರೆ. ಆದರೆ ಅದು ಒಿಂದು ನಿಮಿತ್ಾ . ಈ ಗಲಭೆಗೆ ೮ ತ್ತಿಂಗಳ್ಳಿಂದ ಸಂಚು ಮಾಡಲಾಗ್ಗದೆ. ದಮಣವನ್ನು  ಅಮಲು 

ಹತ್ತಾ ಸಿಕೊಿಂಡ ಮತ್ತಿಂದರು ಕೇವಲ ಕೆ.ಜಿ.ಹಳಿ್ಳಗೆ ಮಾತ್ರ ವಲಿ , ಇಡ್ಲೋ ಬಿಂಗಳೂರಿಗೆ ಬಿಂಕ ಹಚಚ ಲು ಸೆ್ಕಚ್ ಮಾಡ್ಲದಾ ರು. 

ಒಿಂದಲಿ , ಎರಡಲಿ , ಮೂರು ಪಿ್ಲನ್ ಮಾಡ್ಲದಾ ರು. ಇದಕೆ್ಕ  ಮುಿಂಚೆ ಕರ್ನಣಟಕಕೆ್ಕ  ಬಿಂಕ ಹಚಚ ಲು ಸೆ್ಕಚ್ ಹಾಕದಾ ರು 

 

The three plans were to be executed on the day of the Ram Mandir foundation ceremony, during the CAA-

NRC protests, and on the day the Supreme Court delivered the judgement on the Ram Janmabhoomi issue. 

But these three plans could not be put into action; so these ‘bhasmasuras’ (a fire-wielding demon in Indian 

mythology) used this facebook comment as an excuse to set their plan into motion. Their plan was to murder 

Naveen in the station itself and then set fire to the station. It is to be noted that throughout the programme 

when referring to those it claimed were involved in the violence, the channel repeatedly used the terms savages 

(ಕರಾತ್ಕರು), SDPI communalists (ಎಸ್ಡ್ಲಪಿಐ ವiತ್ತಿಂಧರು), and villains (ಕೋಚಕರು). 

 

Provocative coverage continued to take place for several days. On August 19, it reported that 40 people 

arrested for violence had links with terrorist organisations. It claimed that these individuals had links with those 

who were involved in blasts in Malleshwaram and Church Streets and in the case of the murder of an individual 

Rudresh. On August 20, the channel’s well-known anchor Ajit Hanumakkanavar asked, ‘one person comes 

and says these people are innocent, another person comes and says they are protectors of religion, and the 

third person comes to say these are people who have lost their head. So who are these rabble-rousers?”. 

(ಒಬ್ೊ ರು ಬ್ತ್ತಣರೆ ಅವರು ಅಮಾಯಕರು ಅಿಂತ್ತರೆ, ಮತ್ತಾ ಬ್ೊ ರು ಬ್ತ್ತಣರೆ ಅವರು ದಮಣ ರಕ್ಷಕರು ಅಿಂತ್ತರೆ, 

ಇನ್ನು ಬ್ೊ ರು ತ್ಲೆ ಕೆಟಟ ವರು ಅಿಂತ್ತರೆ. ಹಾಗ್ಗದಾ ರೆ ಆ ದಿಂಬಿ ಕೊೋರರು ಯಾರು?). During the show, he stated that 

there seems to be a contest to declare those arrested as innocent; instead we should be asking the question 

of where the rest 7600 people, if only 400 or so have been arrested after 8000 people attacked the MLA’s 

house. Claiming neutrality, he said the same punishment that was meted out to those who abused the god 

Ram should be imposed on Naveen for his offensive post. He also condemned MLA Zameer Ahmed’s 

statement that the latter would give five lakh rupees to those who had been killed in the police firing. 

Hanumakkanavar claimed that this would affect the morale of the police and alleged that the MLA had arranged 
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for bail for those involved in the Padarayanapura violence. On August 21, the same anchor claimed that as in 

Mangalore violence, the ‘rioters’ destroyed CCTV cameras which would have provided evidence here as well. 

He also declared that police firing was inevitable because both police and media persons’ vehicles were being 

burned. 

 

Public TV 

On August 12, the home minister of the state Basavaraj Bommai was interviewed on Public TV by its founder 

and anchor H.R. Ranganath. In this, Bommai describes the area as a highly dense area, notorious for criminal 

activity, which had been encouraged by leaders from this locality. These factors have contributed to this riot, 

he claimed. While the anchor alleges that the violence and the police incapacity to handle it is a reflection of 

the ‘degeneration’ of the department over the years, Bommai counters by stating that the DCP had assured 

the growing crowd outside that Naveen be arrested but refused to hand over the arrested individual to the 

crowd. This led to the escalation into violence, Bommai stated. The anchor then alleged that the government 

had been lackadaisical in handling incidents of violence. He said, “It happened in Padarayanapura. You people 

put up a show and went. It happened in Mangalore. You people put up a show and went”. At another point in 

the show, the anchor stated, “Honourable Bommai sir, the message has to be loud and clear. Not a drop of 

sympathy should be shown to these people. Didn’t you say you will attach the properties of these people after 

Padarayanapura?... If you and Yeddyurappa can’t 

do the work that Uttar Pradesh's Yogi Adityanath 

are doing, then what sir. You come from North 

Karnataka, the land of strong men, from Hubbali”. 

Bommai responded that the government had 

started issuing notices for attaching properties of 

those accused of destroying public property in 

three incidents. These notices are going out 

through district magistrates, he said, and declared 

that this will be more successful than in Uttar 

Pradesh. “This is a promise through Public TV”, he 

announced. The home minister also committed to 

stationing an armoury in the area, increasing men 

and material in the area; and create a circle to 

appoint a senior official in the locality, as part of 

increasing police presence in the area. The 

interview ended with comments from the anchor who stated, “Don’t make the people of this state cry. We have 

not done anything wrong” and “When your government came, we thought we would be more secure, maintain 

security. But if this happens after you come, what should we say?”.167 

 

Earlier in the day, Public TV’s anchor Arun in a panel discussion asked two individuals associated with SDPI 

why the organisation’s name kept coming up regularly in the case of Mangalore and Padarayanapura both.168 

One of them responded by alleging that this was a conspiracy by the BJP to defame SDPI. When one of the 

interviewees referred to the offensive post, the anchor starts screaming angrily stating, “Is there anything in 

the law to do arson?... (Starts screaming) Many Gods in the Hindu dharma have been insulted in many 

insulting, abusive and obscene ways. but no one from Hindu dharma has done anything and destroyed public 

property and always asked that lawful action be taken”. He later went onto claim, “I have many Muslim friends. 

The actions of some are making them hang their heads in shame. That's the situation that is being created”. 

He later repeatedly asked one of the SDPI panelists if he was hurt and without letting him respond, the anchor 

asked that this panelist declare that the latter does not follow this country's constitution and that he is defending 

                                         
167 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=LjFSoDviTzA 
168 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rn3hAH7n6ZE 

Source: Public TV, August 18, 2020 
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arson. 

 

The channel also aired its coverage of Shobha Karandlaje’s visit to the scene of the violence where she 

claimed that this was a ploy by the SDPI/PFI to increase their voter base. This violence was in continuation 

with the Mangalore and Padarayanapura violence. She alleged that this was a fallout of Congress’ politics to 

increase their vote bank and claimed that some of these attacks must be taking place because of the BJP 

government in the state.169 

 

In the initial days after the violence, the channel conducted a panel discussion in which the anchor Arun calls 

for rights and privileges to be withdrawn from those guilty of arson and rioting. When one of the guest panelists 

Umar Shariff starts to speak of D.J. Halli as a violent area, the anchor asked if this was because the area had 

1.2 lakh Muslims. When Shariff refers to MLA Zameer Ahmed in his speech, the anchor says not to bring up 

the MLA’s name because he feels disgusted upon hearing of this person. A Congress spokesperson on the 

panel referred to the violence as riots and the anchor interjected to say this was not one since no Hindus 

retaliated. At one point during the show, the anchor said, “When they talk about Hindu Gods in an obscene 

way, we harden our hearts and Hindus say lawful action should be taken...They put tens of such posts on 

Facebook but we say that this won’t affect our gods”. Later he went onto add, “They say they support the 

constitution, and then they do this. Who is Naveen? You think this happened because of him? No. It was just 

an excuse”.170 

 

On August 15, Public TV aired a news report from the ground speaking to residents of D.J. Halli which focussed 

on how people felt throughout the night when they were attacked. In this, people narrated how they hid with 

lights off and many are facing problems without their vehicles/autos to earn their livelihood. None of the people 

interviewed said they could identify or recognise the attackers; some said that Muslims from around their 

houses helped them escape or protected them.171 

 

On August 17, the channel aired a report in 

which they declared that SDPI was the main 

cause for the violence; claimed that there were 

visuals which showed someone in a Honda Dio 

coming into give money to members of the 

unruly crowd. The report also showed audio-

visual clips of Muzammil Pasha stating that 

action must be taken against those putting 

offensive Facebook posts—on the basis of this 

‘evidence’, the anchor repeatedly claimed that 

Pasha had been involved in provoking 

violence.172  

 

Another note-worthy report on this day revolved 

around some footage that showed Muslim men 

who had been detained being taken for a medical test; they express anger against their being filmed and ask 

why the media is trailing them everywhere. Both anchor Arun and reporter Umesh claim that these individuals 

were being arrogant and that it was not that they were being displayed as criminals. Even as this disclaimer 

was provided, in the rest of the report the anchor repeatedly referred to them as criminals. He stated, “If they 

                                         
169 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=552l-l2Vxbo 
170 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=SBoNbO2Fx8c 
171 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=efjyKEns4qQ 
172 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3kVICWPWwT0 

Source: Public TV 
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can say so much to the media in front of the police, when the police are not there how much they must have 

raised their voices”. At another point, he stated, “After doing everything, you are saying this?... Police are doing 

investigation, so they are taking you...Why are you acting like it is a crime that you are being taken for 

questioning?... 
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If you 
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haven’t done anything, open your mouth and say who among your friends have done it? But you can’t say 

these things. Instead, you will say media is to be blamed”.173 

 

That evening, on his show, anchor Ranganath held forth on the news that members of the Muslim community, 

particularly Muslim women, had approached the police and the MLA Srinivasa Murthy to request that the male 

members of the family be released. He reported that the MLA had called the police to ask them to let go of 

innocent people. Ranganath accused the MLA of interfering with police investigation and said, “shut up and 

keep quiet”. About those who had gone to ask for the MLA’s help and had apparently said their sympathies 

lay with him, Ranganath said, “Why did you do this that night? You didn’t have any other work?... They are 

saying now that they have sympathy for MLA. If they did have sympathy, what happened to it when you went 

and burned things? One group has sympathy, another group has...Is this some carrot and stick method?” 

Referring to Muslim women’s pleas, he said, “All parents in that locality must answer why their children were 

out at that time during the riot?”.174 

 

On August 18, the channel aired a news report that claimed that the D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli violence was 

instigated by 120 rowdy sheeters who were responsible for stone pelting and burning property and led the 

common people. The reporter also claimed that the area had mostly Tamil and Muslims rowdy sheeters but 

the police had stated that only the latter had been involved.175 

 

That evening, on his show, Ranganath asked why Congress Muslim leaders who were hiding during the time 

of the riot are coming out now and asking for sympathy to be shown to those arrested. He names Zameer 

Ahmed, CM Ibrahim, NA Harriss and says these Congress leaders are interfering with investigation by asking 

police to give those arrested a clean chit. He said: ‘Did no one feel like they needed to stop the violence?... 

Ibrahim is Chief Justice; Harriss is a judge on the bench, Ibrahim has to be given high court only, he can’t be 

given lower court. We can give lower court to people like Muzammil Pasha. Let's shift them.'. Talking about 

the UP law on confiscation of property of those involved in destroying public property, he said the most 

important element of that law was not property confiscation but that it shifted the onus of responsibility of 

proving not guilty on the accused.176 

 

On August 19, the channel aired a report titled 'Is 

there a conspiracy against the police in D.J. 

Halli?' In this, it showed footage of a man 

speaking Dakhani Urdu saying that the police 

came to his house at 4 am and asked that the gate 

and door be opened; when house members did 

not open, they broke open and entered the house. 

Responding to this footage, anchor Arun asks, 

'So the police should not come home, should not 

investigate. You can do whatever you like, and 

make whatever videos you want, why didn’t you 

make a video against those who burned things? 

You could have said that these are young people 

from your locality and they have done this.’ He 

refuted the claim of the man who showed his 

broken door and stated that the door could very 

                                         
173 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u7kNtT_54us 
174 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=u7kNtT_54us 
175 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=rF5lGRK9-Hs 
176 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=O8EqvI-4VHg 

Source: Public TV, August 19,2020 
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well have been broken on the night of the violence. The report also had footage of a Muslim woman who 

claimed that she heard loud sounds at around 4.30 am and by the time her husband could open the door, the 

police broke in, threw things around the house and did not even treat women properly. The anchor responded: 

'When the riot was happening why did all of that locality's youth come out. Why didn’t you women stop them?... 

When you were burning things that day you didn’t have any of these compunctions. Now you are raising 

issues.' The report also had footage from a Muslim man who seemed like a religious scholar (the anchor called 

him Maulvi) who claimed that people from his locality, which was three kilometres from where the place of 

violence were being arrested. The anchor responded to this clip by stating: ‘You didn’t have the patience when 

you were lighting fires, now also you don’t have patience. What do you think of yourself? Police have taken 

them, they will be brought back…There is no fire without smoke.' In speaking to a reporter Pavithra on ground, 

the anchor asked: ‘It is clear that this is a conspiracy to turn the people against the police, isn’t it Pavithra?; It 

is evident that those who are involved in this propaganda have been so blinded by this same propaganda. 

Later he espouses complete faith in the police and that if they are found not guilty, they would be let free.177 

 

News18 Kannada 

In a show on the channel on August 13, the channel’s reporter and anchor stated that on the night of the 

violence for three hours the police only heard the mob shouting that they should not be spared and should be 

eliminated. In the same episode, it had a short interview with Karkala MLA Sunil Kumar who blamed SDPI for 

the violence and said that this party had been trying to destroy peace in the state. ‘If they think they can get 

training from Kerala and do this here also, then they are mistaken,’ the MLA said on the show.178 In another 

report based on purported conversations that MLA Zameer Ahmed had with former chief minister 

Siddaramaiah and R.Ashok had with the chief minister, the report claimed that former mayor Sampath Raj was 

behind the attack on the MLA’s house.179 

 

In one show, the channel claimed that a whatsapp group had been created to figure out how to 'escape' when 

police come to visit. Group members were advised to not open the house. They were asked to put women in 

the front of the police because the former will cry, say that their men were not involved, and the police will 

become compassionate. The report 

termed them as 'escape tactics' that were 

created with the anchor claiming that if 

such elaborate planning can be 

undertaken to escape, it is clear they 

were involved in the riot. In the next 

segment on the show, the channel stated 

that Naveen had accepted that he had 

posted the comment; the anchor stated 

that while this is one of the reasons for 

the riot, it was not the only reason, that 

this had already been planned and 

Naveen's post was an excuse. Further, 

the anchor also claimed that Muzammil 

Pasha had sent messages on seven 

whatsapp groups to ask people to gather 

at D.J. halli. Since only 150 people can be on one whatsapp group, he had to send it to seven such groups. It 

would then be easy to create a riot, the anchor claimed.180 

                                         
177 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4UJp8snWLbw 
178 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-BqLa1MnQJU 
179 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TmRH6a2ceEM 
180 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=1B3Sy_yWn_Y 

Source: News18 Kannada, August 22 2020 
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On August 14, the channel aired a ground report from the violence-hit areas and presented them as a 

neglected area with poor social indicators. The reporter Sowmya claimed that people had been resigned to 

their fates until SDPI entered the area and made promises to develop the area. The residents of the locality, 

characterised as naive and easily led by propaganda, have now been influenced by parties like SDPI. After 

the violence, people are now living in fear, the reporter claimed.181 

 

On August 16, it broadcast a report on family members of those detained gathering at the police station asking 

for them to be released since they were innocent. The anchor asserts that the police have scanned CCTV 

footage and only then arrested over 300 people and claimed that ‘the accused's family members are creating 

troubles’. The anchor refers also to whatsapp groups on what people should do when the police are being 

arrested to suggest an elaborate planning. Even as the anchor reiterated a version favourable to the police, 

the reporter presented both versions when he said that while the police are arresting based on CCTV footage, 

the women are claiming their men have not been involved at all. At this moment hard to say what is true, the 

reporter stated.182 Interestingly, the channel broadcast a shorter report at another point in the day about the 

same issue. In it, there was no editorialising narrative and only conversations with the anxious Muslim women 

in front of the police station was presented.183  

 

On August 17, the channel claimed that the riot was pre-planned and cited as evidence the fact that petrol was 

used (how did they have get so much petrol if they had not already planned); put it in bags and given it to 

rioters; how tools were kept in a garage and how they were distributed. The report also claimed that this this 

was like a riot in Uttar Pradesh where similar implements had been used. It also claimed that a five-member 

gang had attacked vehicles. Link to Kerala was also suspected and it was asked if people from that state had 

come to participate in the violence.184  

 

On 19 August, the channel covered the Bajrang Dal’s visit to the area in which it was claimed that Hindus in 

the area needed to be protected. While the anchor claimed that the visit was aimed at infusing strength in the 

police and the community, the reporter Sowmya said that the Bajrang Dal members reportedly assured the 

Hindu community in the area of the organisation’s support. ‘There maybe more numbers of one religious 

community but that does not mean that other communities should be scared...The entire state unit of Bajrang 

Dal is with you. If you have any problems, 

please get in touch,’ the reporter narrated the 

assurances the organisation apparently gave 

the Hindu residents of the locality.185 

 

On 20 August, the channel broadcast a show 

in which in which it spoke about Samiuddin’s 

arrest. The anchor claimed that the violence 

could not have happened because of the 

facebook post alone. The conspirators were 

waiting for something to turn up and Samiuddin 

was one of them. He had links with those 

involved in the Church street and 

Malleshwaram bomb blasts. 

 

                                         
181 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DFnJ_j1dvlc 
182 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C0o7c-vqUsI 
183

 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fx3i-5lzz24 
184

 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2wnudzNdK1E 
185

 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pdr9AQuIeS8 

Source: Public TV 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=DFnJ_j1dvlc
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=C0o7c-vqUsI
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=fx3i-5lzz24
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2wnudzNdK1E
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pdr9AQuIeS8
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On 22 August, the channel claimed that the D.J. Halli violence was linked to the Church Street blasts. For this, 

it cited as evidence the 900 messages on corporator A.R. Zakir’s phone which he had ‘forgotten’ to delete and 

left with the police. Although it provided no evidence for this, it cited four reasons for the violence: 1. The police 

had stopped Muslims from gathering together for communal prayers. D.J. Halli and K.G. Halli Muslims had 

asked for relaxing the restriction on festival day but the police had refused. Muslims were angry about this and 

they used the excuse of Naveen’s post to turn their anger against police station; 2. There had been anger 

among the Muslim community over CAA, banning triple talaq, foundation-laying ceremony of Ram temple and 

were all very angry; 3. The BBMP closed the leather market in D.J. Halli, which the area was famous for and 

in which many youth from the locality had worked, because of the smell and police had assisted in this closure; 

4. The area has a number of ganja customers, some of whom are high 24 hours a day and this number 

increased during lockdown time when those who had no access to alcohol also shifted to ganja. The police 

had taken such people to custody and beaten them, so there was anger against the police for that as well.186  

  

                                         
186

 https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c7D3VSxRs9E 

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=c7D3VSxRs9E
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Annexure 8: Understanding the “facts” behind “A Report of Fact Finding Committee 

on Bengaluru (K. G. Halli and D. J.Halli) riots (August 11, 2020)”, by Citizens for 

Democracy” submitted on September 4, 2020 

 
On August 14, 2020, a group called Citizens for Democracy announced that a fact-finding committee headed 

by Retired Judge Srikanth Babaladi and consisting of retired bureaucrats Madan Gopal, R Raju and Prakash; 

retired DGP M N Krishnamurthy; journalists R. K. Mattoo and Santhosh Thammaiah; professors M Jayappa 

and H T Aravinda; social workers Muniraju and Jerome Anto; and advocate Kshama Nargund will look into the 

Pulakeshinagar riots.187 The Committee submitted its report on September 4 to the Chief Minister, B. S. 

Yediyurappa.188 

 

Some members of this third fact finding team identify themselves as being part of the RSS.  It may be recalled 

that, in the case of the Delhi pogrom in February 2020, a similar BJP sponsored fact finding report was 

released. This is confirmed by an extremely disturbing development pursuant to the report being submitted to 

the Chief Minister. The Tourism Minister of Karnataka, Shri. C.T. Ravi has tweeted as follows: "Fact finding 

committee appointed by State Government in the Bengaluru Riots case has submitted its report. It was a pre-

planned attack having no connection with the alleged Facebook post. Every RIOTER who planned & execute 

this attack will be punished. No one will be spared".  

 

 
   

We are shocked that the State Government is so blatantly subverting the rule of law by appointing a “fact 

finding committee” in a manner which is unconstitutional, illegal and outrageously prejudiced and communal.  

 

Incidentally the report is shrouded by another controversy. Sri. S. R. Hiremath, well-respected activist, has 

gone on record to state that the said team has misused the name of “Citizens For Democracy”, which was 

formed and registered by Jayaprakash Narayan 46 years ago, of which he is the current President.189   

 

                                         
187 https://www.deccanherald.com/city/fact-finding-panel-formed-on-bengaluru-riots-873479.html 
188 https://twitter.com/DarshanDevaiahB/status/1301796579402113024?s=20  
189 https://prasthutha.com/s-r-hiremath-objections/ 
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The report concludes that the vandalism was carefully and meticulously planned, targeted the government, 

and had the support of prominent individuals and organisations, without the report carrying any grounds for 

such a conclusion to be reached. Without any evidential support, it even warns that “other such incidents might 

be planned across India”, and that “there is a pattern of violence led by fundamentalist Muslims across the 

world, be it Bengaluru, Delhi or Sweden”. 

 

1. The report is contradictory about basic arguments it seeks to make. For instance, at some points it 

mentions that specific people have been targeted (pg 36), and not any single community was targeted 

but it also says Muslim houses were systematically, intentionally left undamaged. It ignores the fact 

that Muslim properties were also destroyed in regard to which FIRs have also been lodged. 

2. It argues that local persons were involved, and that outside involvement is a myth (pg 39) while 

recording that one group of the mob consisted of outsiders (pg 30). It records that “It is important to 

note that many locals including the MLA had repeatedly mentioned that there were outsiders among 

the rioters, who were unknown to the locals.” (pg 42)  

3. In the same breath, it demands that the role of illegal immigrants must be investigated (pg 42) while 

elsewhere draws a broad arc from the anti-CAA protests (pg 24) to Tablighi Jamaat (pg 38) to Sweden 

(pg 4) connecting it to the recent violence. In fact, it concludes that “it is imperative for the state to 

investigate the incident holistically and not consider them to be isolated and local.” (pg 4)  

4. The report attempts to make connections to other incidents -  Padarayanapura, the Delhi pogrom, and 

recent violence in Sweden, suggesting that these somehow constitute a pattern.  

5. The entire report is littered with extensive quotes Kannada newspaper reports (Vijayavani and 

Kannada Prabha), and places entire reliance on the same with no attempt to independently verify the 

information therein. 

6. The report makes repeated statements to claim that people in the crowd were “intoxicated with drugs 

and alcohol” (pg 30) under influence of Afeem, Ganja and whitener (pg 16). 

7. The recommendations repeatedly refer to ‘sensitive’ areas, a euphemism for Muslim-majority areas 

and recommends draconian police powers and extensive surveillance over them.  

8. Coins the phrase ‘land jihad’, accusing Muslims of systematically attempting to change the 

demographic character of localities in the city through violence, intimidation and a gradual expulsion 

of Hindu families. It states that “Today, population of Hindus has come down to less than 5 - 10% in 

this area just within 20 years!” (pg 38), which is contrary to facts of the Census that Hindu population 

in D.J Halli is 28.08%, in Muheshwara Nagar is 20.385 and is 46.58% in Kaval Byrasandra. This 

coining of the phrase “land jihad” and the distortion of facts to justify the same is evidence enough of 

the communal intent of the fact finding committee. 

9. The report concludes as follows, “After careful analysis of the evidences, the committee is convinced 

that the incident is more of the nature of lynching than that of rioting.” (pg 20). In its fervour to somehow 

establish that the violence was communal and pre-planned, the Committee has ignored what it has 

heard including Naveen’s parents stating that: “One of the Muslim women from the neighboring house 

come to the rescue of my wife and helped her escape” (pg 11). It has ignored the fact that “The Devara 

Jeevana Halli Police Station attempted to defuse the tension earlier in the late evening/night around 

8:30pm with the assistance of the local community members.” (pg 17). It has ignored the fact the 

Muslim properties were also destroyed. In our Report we have detailed the instances of the communal 

harmony in the area and the manner in which Muslims have protected their neighbours.  

10.  The report also goes on to conclude that Intelligence agencies need to monitor and curb the activities 

of fundamentalists so that a “majority among them” does not become radicalized and “stand against 

universal humanitarian values of unity, peace and brotherhood”. 

11. The Committee concludes that the riots are pre-planned as follows: “The Committee inspected the 

stones that were thrown at the vehicles. A bare perusal at the size of the stones per se is sufficient for 

the Committee to believe that this targeted riot was pre-planned." (pg 26) 
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Clearly, if anything, this report is motivated to give credence to a communal and divisive narrative that the 

State Government is trying to create. The report is prejudiced, biased and flies in the face of “facts” it has itself 

recorded. This is an instance of great disservice to the communities living in these areas, the State and the 

nation. It is meant only to divide communities on religious grounds, and further to create an atmosphere in 

which the Muslim community is deprived of its basic human and constitutional rights. 
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