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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU
WRIT PETITION No.52731/2019 &
connected matters
BETWEEN:
Sowmya R. Reddy ... PETITIONER
AN D:
The State of Karnataka,
By its Chief Secretary to Govt.,

Vidhana Soudha, Bengaluru
and others ...RESPONDENTS

STATEMENT OF OBJECTIONS FILED ON BEHALF OF THE
RESPONDENTS - STATE OF KARNATAKA

Under Rule 21 of the Karnataka High Court Writ Proceeding

Rules, the Respondents above named respectfully submit as follows:

1. The Petitioners have filed the above Writ Petitions for a
writ of certiorari seeking quashing of the Order bearing No.
SB/GuVa/Nishedhagnye/50/2019 dated 18.12.2019 passed by the

Commissioner of Police, Bangalore City, and for such other reliefs.

2. The above Writ Petitions are liable to be rejected as they

have no merits whatsoever either in law or on facts.
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ch In the above Petitions, the issues raised by the

Petitioners can broadly be categorized as follows:

i. That the impugned Order dated 18.12.2019 issued
under Section 144 of the Criminal Procedure Code,
1973 (“CrPC”) violates the fundamental rights
enshrined under Article 19(1)(a) and 19(1)(b) of the
Constitution;

ii. That the Commissioner of Police, Bangalore City, is
hot vested with jurisdiction to issue the impugned
order; and

iii. That the impugned order suffers from non-
application of mind, as no reasons are forthcoming

as to why such an order was required to be issued.

4. In addition to the aforesaid two grounds, this Hon'’ble
Court observed during the course of hearing on 20.12.2019 that the

following issues would also require consideration:

i} Whether the impugned Order, in so far as it revokes
all permissions granted earlier for conducting

protests/rallies, violates the principles of natural
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justice, as the persons to whom the permissions were
granted were not heard before impugned order came
to be passed; and

i) Whether permissions granted for carrying out of
assemblies/processions can be revoked by an

omnibus order under Section 144.

5. The issues raised by the Petitioner and by this Hon’ble

Court are addressed in seriatim hereunder;

I. Whether the Petitioners’ fundamental rights wunder

Articles 19(1)(a) and 19(1)(b) have been violated.

6. Articles 19(1)(a) and 19(1)(b) of the Constitution
guarantee the citizens’ rights to “freedom of speech and expression”
and “to assemble peacefully and without arms.” It is submitted that
the State does not in any way whatsoever deny that the right to
conduct a peaceful protest is protected under Article 19(1)(a) and
19(1)(b). However, it is well-accepted that the fundamental rights
guaranteed under Articles 19(1)(a) and 19(1)(b) are subject to
reasonable restrictions, as set out under Articles 19(2) and 19(3).

Therefore, though the right to conduct a peaceful protest is a
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fundamental right, it goes without saying that the exercise of the
said right is subject to reasonable restrictions that can be imposed
in the interests of, inter alia, the security of the State, public order,
and decency or morality. Therefore, the fundamental rights
enshrined under Articles 19(1)(a) and 19(1)(b) are not absolute rights

and their exercise can be subjected to reasonable restrictions.

7. One such restriction that has long been recognized as
being reasonahle hy the Hon’ble Supreme Court is an order passed
under Section 144 of the CrPC. Section 144 of the CrPC empowers
the concerned jurisdictional officer to issue an order directing a
person to abstain from certain act(s) in cases where “immediate
prevention or speedy remedy is desirable,” if he considers that such
a direction is “likely to prevent, or tends to prevent, obstruction,
atioyance or injury to any person lawfully employed, or danger to
human life, health or safety, or the disturbance of the public

tranquility, or a riot, or an affray.”

8. In short, Section 144 is a provision that empowers the
jurisdictional officer to impose restrictions that are required to meet
an emergent situation in order to maintain law and order and

prevent the disturbance of peace and danger to human life and
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health. In Madhu Limaye v. Sub Divisional Magistrate and others,

1970 (3) SCC 746, the constitutional validity of Section 144 was
called in question on the ground that the said provision violates
Articles 19(1)(a), 19(1)(b), 19(1)(c), and 19(1)(d). The validity of the
provision was defended primarily on the ground that the restrictions
imposed under the section are protected under clause (2), (3), and
(4) of Article 19, as being reasonable restrictions “in the interest of
public order.” After an elaborate analysis of the law on the issue, the
Hon’ble Supreme Court upheld the validity of Section 144 by
observing that, “the gist of the action under Section 144 is the
urgency of the situation, its efficacy in the likelihood of being able to
prevent harmful occurrences” and that “the section is directed
against those who attempt to prevent the exercise of legal rights by
others or imperil the public safety and health.” The Court further
observed that, considering the object of Section 144, “the matter
must fall within the restrictions which the Constitution itself
visualizes as permissible in the interest of public order, or in the

interest of the general public.”

9, The Supreme Court further observed, in pertinent part,

that, “[t]he effect of the order being in the interest of public order
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and the interests of the general public, occasions may arise when it
is not possihle to distinguish between those whose conduct must be
controlled and those whose conduct is clear.” Accordingly, it was
held that, “[a] general order may be necessary when the number of
persons is so large that distinction between them and the general
public cannot be made without the risks mentioned in the section.”
The Supreme Court, thus, held that, “Section 144 1is not
unconstitutional if properly applied and the fact that it may be

abused is no ground for striking it down.”

10. In State of Karnataka v. Dr. Praveen Bhai Thogadia,

(2004) 4 SCC 684, the Hon’ble Supreme Court was examining the
correctness of a judgment passed by this Hon’ble Court, wherein an
order passed under Section 144, restraining the Respondent therein
from entering a district in the State of Karnataka, was found to be
invalid. While setting aside the judgment of this Hon’ble Court, the
Hon’ble Supreme Court observed that, “[tJhe valuable and cherished
right of freedom of expression and speech may at times have to be
subjected to reasonable subordination to social interests to social
interests, needs and necessities to preserve the very core of

democratic life — preservation of public order and rule of law.”
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11. In Ramlila Maidan Incident, In Re, (2012) 5 SCC 1, the

Hon’ble Supreme Court observed that Section 144 “enumerates the
principles and declares the situations where exercise of rights
recognized by law, by one or few, may conflict with other rights of
the public or tend to endanger public peace, tranquility or
harmony.” It was further observed that section 144 is intended to
serve the public purpose and to protect public order, and that
“orders, temporary in nature, can be passed to prohibit the meeting
or to prevent an imminent breach of peace.” Such orders, it was
held, constitute reasonable restrictions upon the freedom of speech
and expression and are, therefore, not violative of fundamental
rights. The Hon’ble Supreme Court further stressed on the necessity
of maintaining public order at all times, which would include the
taking of anticipatory action or the placing of anticipatory
restrictions for the purpose of maintaining public order. In the said
judgment, the Hon’ble Supreme Court also explained the term “law
and order” to be a “comprehensive expression which may include
not merely ‘public order’ but also matters such as ‘public peace’,

public tranquility’ and ‘orderliness.”
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12. Furthermore, in Mazdoor Kisan Shakii Sangathan v.

Union of India, (2018) 17 SCC 324, the Hon’ble Supreme Court

observed that there may be situations where the fundamental rights
enjoyed by a person or a class of persons comes in conflict with the
fundamental rights of other persons, and that in such cases, the
Court would have to examine where the larger public interest would
lie and balance the two conflicting rights. It was held that the
primacy cannot be given to one right to the detriment of any other
right, and that balancing would necessarily mean the “curtailing of
one right of one class to some extent so that the right of the other
class is also protected.” The Supreme Court further held that it is
the paramount collective interest which would have to ultimately
prevail. In the said judgment, the Hon’ble Supreme Court also
observed that in order to decide whether a demonstration/dharna is
to be allowed or not, the Courts would have to apply the
“apprehension of breach of peace test,” that is to say, that an order
under section 144 would be justified in cases where there is a
reasonable apprehension that there would be a breach of peace if

the demonstration/dharna were to proceed.
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13. On a reading of the aforementioned judgments, the

following principles emerge:

a. Section 144 is intended to serve the public purpose
and to preserve public order, and neither Section 144
nor orders issued thereunder violate Articles 19(1)(a)

and 19(1)(b) per-se;

b. Temporary orders under Section 144 can be passed
in appropriate cases to prevent an imminent breach
of peace, and such orders are reasonable restrictions
permitted under Articles 19(2) and 19(3) for the

preservation of public order;

c. Since occasions may arise when it is not possible to
distinguish between those whose conduct must be
controlled and those whose conduct is clear, a
general order under Section 144 may be necessary;

and

d. There may be situations where the fundamental
rights enjoyed by a person or a class of persons comes
in conflict with the fundamental rights of other
persons, and that in such cases, the Court would
have to examine where the larger public interest

would lie and balance the two conflicting rights.
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14. Applying the aforesaid principles to the facts of the
instant case, it is submitted that the impugned order dated
18.12.2019 does not violate the Petitioners’ fundamental rights
under Articles 19(1)(a) and 19(1)(b), as it merely places reasonable
and temporary restrictions on the exercise of said fundamental

rights in the larger interest of maintaining public order.

15. In this regard, it is submitted that up to the morning of
18,12.2019, the State was consistently permitting persons to
conduct peaceful protests both against and in favour of a recent
amendment Bill passed by the Union Parliament. Since the
underlying issue had polarized opinions across the country and
some of the protests had turned violent in some of the other States,
extreme care had to be taken by the Karnataka State machinery to
ensure that protests within the State do not take a violent turn,
thereby affecting public order and peace. It was in this background
that on 18.12.2019, the Divisional Deputy Commissioners of Police
addressed communications to the Commissioner of Police,
Bangalore City, requesting that an Order be passed under Section
144 in order to maintain law and order. True copies of the
communications dated 18.12.2019 are filed herewith and marked

as ANNEXURES ‘R-1’ TO ‘R-8’.
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16. It is submitted that the said communications of the
Divisional Deputy Commissioners were issued on the basis of
various intelligence reports, including video and audio clippings,
that were collected, which indicated that certain antisocial persons
and organizations were planning to infiltrate the otherwise peaceful

protests and potentially imperil the public order and peace.

17. Furthermore, the Director General and Inspector
General of Police, Karnataka (‘DG & 1G”), sent a fax message dated
18.12.2019 to all the Commissioners of Police of the State and other
law enforcement agencies, drawing their attention to various
agitations that were being planned across the State. The fax message
also stated that several of the organizations were known to have
created communal tension in the past and that, therefore, it was
important to take every measure to ensure that there is no untoward
incident that affects law and order and peace in the State. The fax
message further stated that there was also a possibility of some of
the organized groups forcibly implementing a bandh and that,
therefore, it was advisable that orders under Section 144 be passed

with immediate effect until 21.12.2019. A true copy of the fax
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message dated 18.12.2019 is filed herewith and marked as

ANNEXURE ‘R-9°,

18. It was in this background that the Commissioner of
Police, Bangalore City, passed the impugned order under Section
144, imposing ccrtain restrictions for an extremely limited period of
66 hours, commencing from 6:00 a.m. on 19.12.2019 (Thursday
morning) and ending at 12:00 a.m. on 21.12.2019 (Saturday night).
The material on the hasis of which the order was issued clearly
evidences the fact that there was an imminent possibility of a breach
of peace across the State, including Bangalore city, which called for
immediate preventive and remedial action. Therefore, the
Commissioner, after due application of mind to the prevailing
circumstances and subjectively satisfying himself that it was
necessary, issued the impugned order in order to preserve and

maintain public order.

19. Tt is also pertinent to note that another consideration
that weighed on the Commissioner’s mind before issuance of the
impugned order was the violence that broke out in other States
where protests/rallies were being conducted on the same underlying

issue. Therefore, given the politically charged and polarized

a.
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atmosphere that was prevailing, it was decided that issuance of the
impugned order was absolutely necessary for a short duration of
time. It is further submitted that, in hindsight, the apprehension of
the law enforcement agencies that the peace would be breached by
some antisocial persons and organizations proved to be correct, as
is evident from the violence that erupted on 19.12.2019 in

Mangalore city, resulting in the unfortunate deaths of 2 persons.

20. As submitted earlier, the Supreme Court has held that
orders under Section 144 that place temporary restrictions are not
violative of Articles 19(1)(a) and 19(1)(b). The order impugned in
these writ petitions places restrictions for a limited period of only 66
hours, and was intended to prevent any untoward incident from
happening that would adversely affect the public peace. At the risk
of répetition: it is once again submitted that such temporary
restrictions were necessitated by the fact that intelligence reports
were received by various law enforcement agencies indicating that
certain antisocial organizations with a history of stoking communal
tension would infiltrate and disrupt the otherwise peaceful protests
being organized across the State, including Bangalore city.

21. In Madhu Limaye, the Hon’ble Supreme Court held that

a general order under Section 144 may be necessary in cases where

o
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it is not possible to distinguish between those whose conduct must
he controlled and those whose conduct is clear. In this case, since
the number of protestors anticipated was so large, it was not
possible to segregate the antisocial elements from the peaceful
protestors and, therefore, a general order covering the entire city for

a limited time period was absolutely necessary.

22. In this regard, it is further submitted that the Hon’ble
Supreme Court, in Ramlila Maidan, has held that an order under
Section 144 can temporarily override private rights, if the same is
intended to preserve public peace and tranquility. Therefore, the
temporary restrictions placed on the petitioners’ right to protest
cannot be said to violate their fundamental rights. The impugned
order also satisfies the test of proportionality, as the order was
expressly said to expire after only 66 hours. Therefore, the said order

cannot be said to be disproportional to the perceived threat.

23. It would also not be out of place to submit that in

Praveen Thogadia, the Hon’ble Supreme Court held that courts

should not normally interfere with matters relating to law and order,
which are primarily the domain of the concerned administrative

authorities, who are best equipped to take decisions depending upon

N
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the prevailing needs and necessities within their special knowledge.
The Hon’ble Supreme Court further observed that an order under
Section 144 would always involve an element of subjectivity, since a
decision would have to be taken based on the materials and
information before the concerned administrative authorities. It is,
therefore, submitted that in the absence of any established mala
fides or arbitrariness, this Hon’ble Court ought not to interfere with
the impugned order, which has been passed after due application of
mind to the material available before the concerned authorities and
arriving at a subjective satisfaction that such an order was

necessary.

24. It is further submitted that the State has no reason to
doubt the peaceful credentials of the Petitioners herein, and the
impugned order was issued only to maintain public order during a
limited period of time, which was considered a critical period by the
law enforcement agencies. It is further clarified that the State has
no intention of muzzling the Petitioners’ right to conduct peaceful
protests and, in fact, fully respects the right. The same is evident
from the number of protests that have been permitted after the
expiration of the Section 144 order impugned herein. In fact, one

such application was filed on behalf of the Jumma Masjid Trust
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Board on 19.12.2019, requesting for permission to hold a protest

meeting on 23.12.2019 within their premises. A copy of the said

application is filed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE ‘R-10°.
Permission to conduct the protest meeting was granted on
22.12.2019, wherein it was stated that approximately 15,000
persons would attend the meeting. A copy of the permission license

dated 22.12.20109 is filed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE ‘R-

11°. It is submitted that the said protest was successfully and

peacefully conducted on 23.12.2019, despite the fact that the
protest was attended by nearly 1 lakh people (as opposed to the
15,000 indicated in the license), which spilt out on to the

surrounding roads, thereby paralyzing traffic in the vicinity.

25. In addition, there have been 9  further
protests/processions for which permissions were granted after the
expiration of the impugned order, and have been successfully and
peacefully conducted in Bangalore city (updated till 30.12.2019). A
copy of a list of protests/processions and the approximate number
of persons that attended them is filed herewith and marked as

ANNEXURE ‘R-12’. It is, therefore, amply clear that the State is

consistently respecting and supporting the people’s right to

peacefully protest, and is in no way attempting to muzzle their

>
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rights. The fact that several permissions were granted to protest
against the recent amendment Bill also controverts the submission
of the petitioners that the impugned order was intended to muzzle
only those persons protesting against the passage of the Bill and to

permit a protest that was being organized to support the Bill.

26. In sum, it is submitted that the impugned order was
issued upon a subjective satisfaction that there could have been a
breach of peace during the duration of the order. The said decision
was arrived at based on an examination of the material available,
including various intelligence reports, and since it was not possible
to segregate the peaceful protestors from the antisocial elements,
who threatened to disrupt the peace, a general order under Section
144 was required to be issued across Bangalore city for a short
duration of time. It is submitted that, in every respect, the impugned
order falls strictly within parameters of law laid down by the Hon’ble
Supreme Court in the judgments referred to above and, therefore,

cannot be said to be illegal or unconstitutional.

II. Whether the Commissioner of Police, Bangalore city, is

vested with jurisdiction to issue the impugned order under

Section 144 of the CrPC. |
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27. In this regard, it is submitted that orders under Section
144 can be passed by a “District Magistrate, a Sub-divisional
Magistrate or any other Executive Magistrate specially empowered
by the State Government in this behalf.” The State Government has
issued Notifications dated 06.07.1974, copies of which are filed

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE ‘R-13’, under which: (a) the

Commissioner of Police, Bangalore City, has been appointed as an
Executive Magistrate in the Bangalore Metropolitan area, and (b) the
Commissioner of Police, Bangalore City, has been appointed as an
Additional District Magistrate in the Bangalore Metropolitan area.
Section 20(2) of the CrPC states that the State Government may
appoint an Executive Magistrate to be an Additional District

Magistrate, who shall have the powers of a District Magistrate.

28. In the instant case, since the Commissioner of Police,
Bangalore City has been appointed as an Executive Magistrate and
an Additional District Magistrate, he is vested with the jurisdiction
to issue orders under Section 144. Accordingly, the Petitioner’s
contention that the Commissioner of Police does not have
jurisdiction to issue the impugned order is baseless and is liable to

be rejected.
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IIl. Whether the impugned order suffers from non-

application of mind.

29. In this regard, it is submitted that the impugned order
was issued by the Commissioner of Police, after subjectively
satisfying himself that such an order was necessary. As stated
earlier, such a subjective satisfaction was arrived at on the basis of
communications received from the DG & IG of Police, as well as the
Divisional Deputy Commissioners of Police, who had received
various intelligence reports indicating that certain organizations
with a history of stoking communal tension would infiltrate the
peaceful protests and, thereby, create a potentially serious law and
order situation. The impugned order itself refers to the various
communications, discusses the potential threat to public property
and life, and specifically states that the impugned order has been
issued to prevent incidents that could affect the public peace and
welfare and for the maintenance of law and order. The order also
states that certain political organizations have issued provocative
statements on the underlying issue through social media and that
information has been received regarding the call for an all-India
bandh. The order further states that, given the information that had

been received, there was a likelihood of the protests turning severe
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and disrupting public order. It can, therefore, be seen that a plain
reading of the order itself shows that it has been passed after due
application of mind and a thorough examination of material

available before the authorities.

30. As submitted earlier, the very essence of an order under
Section 144 is the urgency of the situation and its efficacy in the
likelihood of being able to prevent harmful occurrences. By its very
nature, an order under Section 144 will involve an element of
subjectivity since an urgent decision would have to be taken after
arriving at a subjective satisfaction that such a measure is
necessary in order to maintain public order. The Hon’ble Supreme

Court, in Praveen Thogadia, recognized the primacy of the views of

the competent authorities in such circumstances and, therefore,
held that courts should be loathe from interfering in such matters
and substituting their views for the views of the authorities tasked

with taking such decisions.

31. In short, it is submitted that the Commissioner of
Police, Bangalore city, has passed the impugned order only after
applying his mind and subjectively satisfying himself, upon the

basis of the available material, that such an order was necessary in
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order to maintain public order. Accordingly, the said order does not
suffer from the vice of non-application of mind and deserves be

upheld by this Hon’ble Court.

IV.Whether the impugned order violates the principles of

natural justice.

32. In this regard, it is admitted that, in some cases,
permissions had been granted to some persons/organizations to
conduct peaceful protests within the city of Bengaluru regarding the
recent passage of the bill by the Union Parliament. The said
permission was granted under the Licensing and Controlling of
Assemblies and Processions (Bangalore City) Order, 2009 (“the 2009
Government Order”), a copy of which is filed herewith and marked

as ANNEXURE ‘R-14’. The said Government Order was issued

under Section 31(1){o) of the Karnataka Police act, as it was
considered mnecessary and essential to control and regulate
assemblies and processions in Bangalore city to ensure the smooth
flow of traffic and to prevent inconvenience to the members of the
public. The Government Order contemplates the filing of an

application before the jurisdictional officer, who is then required to
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consider various factors set out therein, and then either grant or

refuse to grant permission for conducting a procession or assembly.

33. It is submitted that the concerned authorities had
granted permissions to some persons/ organizations after
considering their applications in light of the factors set out in the
2009 Government Order. As submitted in detail earlier, it was
during the course of the day on 18.12.2019 that the Commissioner
of Police received communications from the DG & IG of Police and
the Divisional Deputy Commissioners of Police, apprising him of the
potential breach of public order if such processions/assemblies were
allowed to be conducted, particularly in light of the fact that some
organizations with a history of stoking communal tension had
planned to join the protests and potentially disturb public peace and
tranquility. Therefore, a grave and emergent situation emerged,
which necessitated the issuance of an order under Section 144, inter
alia, revoking all permissions granted earlier to conduct

processions/assemblies.

34. It is submitted that, given the urgency of the situation
and the emergent need to maintain public order, it was not possible

for all the persons in whose favour permissions had been granted to
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be given an opportunity of hearing before passing the impugned

order.

35. In fact, the scheme of Section 144 itself is such that it
contemplates the passing of an order without having to hear the
person/persons against who the order is to be directed. Sub sections
(5), (6), and (7) of Section 144, provide for a mechanism where a
person aggrieved by the order may apply to the Magistrate or the
State Government, who in turn is required to provide a post-
decisional hearing to the person(s) before passing an order either
rescinding/altering the order or rejecting the application filed by the
aggrieved person. Therefore, an order under section 144 can be
passed without hearing the aggrieved party/parties since the very
provision is intended to meet an exigency, and in such
circumstances, it would not be feasible or practicable to hear the
aggrieved parties before passing of an order thereunder. The
provision further safeguards the aggrieved persons’ rights of natural
justice by providing for a mechanism, wherein the aggrieved party
can apply for rescinding/alteration of the order, in which case, the
authorities are statutorily required to provide a post-decisional
hearing before passing any order. In this regard, the Hon’ble

Supreme Court, in Praveen Thogadia, observed that since quick and
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swift decisions are required to be taken before passing orders under
Sections 144, the authorities cannot be expected to provide a prior
opportunity of hearing and consider the pros and cons of the case
at length. Therefore, it is well accepted that Section 144 orders can
be passed ex parte, and the passing of such orders cannot be said
to violate the principles of natural justice even though the orders

might curtail certain private rights.

36. Furthermore, it is submitted that the impugned order
does not in any way whatsoever restrict any person from
applying/reapplying  for permission  for  conducting a
procession/assembly after the expiration of the order passed under
Section 144. The effect of the order under Section 144 is that any
permission(s) granted during the operation of the Section 144 order
would stand revoked. Therefore, it is always open for a person to
apply/reapply for permission, in which case her application will be
conéidered in light of the 2009 Government Order. As submitted
earlier, after the expiration of the impugned order, several persons
have already applied for and have been given permissions to conduct
protests/processions both in favour and against the recent
amendment Bill. Thus, no person can claim that that the lack of an

opportunity of being heard prior to the passing of the order under
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Section 144 has adversely affect her rights in such a manner that

the principles of natural justice and fair play have been violated.

V. Whether permissions granted earlier under the provisions

of the Karnataka Police Act can be revoked by an omnibus order

under Section 144.

37. In this regard, it is submitted that the permission to
conduct a protest granted under the provisions of the Karnataka
Police Act, read with the 2009 Government Order, is a right inuring
to the benefit of a private person/organization. It is submitted that
such a permission can be temporarily curtailed in the larger
interests of the public and for the maintenance of public order. As
submitted earlier, the Hon’ble Supreme Court has held in a number
of judgments that private rights can be temporarily curtailed in the
larger interests of the public. An order under Section 144 is one
intended to meet an exigency, where there is an imminent threat to
the maintenance of public order. An order in the interests of the
public at large would, therefore, necessarily override and prevail over
any permissions granted under the Karnataka Police Act, read with

the 2009 Government Order. Furthermore,

Q.
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38. In any event, as submitted earlier, a person is free to
apply/reapply for permission after the expiration of the order under
Section 144, in which case their applications would be considered

afresh in accordance with law.

39. The petitions are, therefore, devoid of merits on all
counts and are liable to be rejected by this Hon’ble Court. It is
further pertinent to submit that the impugned order has already
expired and, therefore, the instant petition does not survive for

consideration.,

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court
may be pleased to dismiss the above Writ Petitions, in the interest

of justice and equity.

BENGALURU (VIKRAM HUILGOL)
DATED: HIGH COURT GOVT. PLEADER &
ADVOCATE FOR RESPONDENTS-STATE

SY/VH/2612-Dc-301219-2+1 | email(n/ ):0401£:2+5
S0 folder-52731-2019 DOC
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU

" WRIT PETITION No. 5 Q 7 3 / ( of201j 6, :

BETWEEN : PETITIONER/S
Bco G2 5/29/
&0 7 <
State of Karnataka RESPONDENTS
AFFIDAVIT
VERIFYING THE STATEMENT OF OBJECTIONS A

l, //?/( U T 24D SJ AR PRS0, s/o K6 /%4_24&'7 /ffﬂdg/ Age .. 4 4

Years do hereby solemnly affirm and state as follows:

oY AR Qﬁ/fﬁ//%(nﬂ oe;er/&ré;é? ...............

| have read the Petition and Affidavit flled by the Petitioner and | have acqualnted myself with
the facts of the case from the available records. | am authorised to swear to this Affidavit.

2. The Statements made in paragraphs 1 togf{/()f the Statement of Objections
accompanying this Affidavit are based on the information. | gathered from the available
records and | belief them to be true.

3. | state the ANNEXURES ..... @ 76 ...... P/é ...... produced along with the

objections statement are true copies of the originals. __Q
LI

DEPONENT
VERIFICATION

|, the above named deponent do hereby verify that all the facts stated in the affidavit
are all true to my knowledge and that no part thereof is false and nothing material is

concealed there from. QQ
L)

Bengaluru DEPONENT

Date : . jOﬂO

IDENTI e, Y
FIEDBY E: \X\\ \

ASSISTANT

\Feleisle
Vv
D JL & *\i = |
Bengaluru ¢ > - ;;\4@'1 By Binny Mill
/46 151 Main Road, (Janqanagar Exmn

7 BENGALURU K60 632
No. of Corrections: A y
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Government of Karnataka
(Police Department)

NO.156/SB/BB/DCP/North East/2019 Office of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police
North East Division
Bangalore City Dt.18.12.2019

To

The Commissioner of Police
Bengaluru City.

Sir,

Sub:- Regarding imposing prohibitory order u/s 144 CrPC for
protest and procession related to Citizenship Amendment Bill 2019

With regard to the above subject, to oppose Citizenship Amendment Bill 2019,
the Political leaders and different orgapizations may conduct processions and protests
during which antisocial elements may create law and order problems and damage to
public property. Hence to maintain law and order and to save public property, it is
requested to pass an order to impose Prohibitory Orders Under Section 144 Cr.P.C as
a precautionary measure.

Thanking you,
Yours faithfully

Sd/-
Deputy Commissioner of Police
North East Division,Benglauru City.

Copy to

Deputy Commissioner of Police, Intelligence,Bengaluru City.
Copy with compliments to

Additional Commissioner of Police, East, Bengaluru City.
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Government of Karnataka
(Police Department)

NO.SB/125/DCP(S)/2019 Office of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police
South Division
Bangalore City Dt.18.12.2019

To

The Commissioner of Police
Bengaluru City.

Sir,

Sub:- Regarding imposing Prohibitory Order U/s 144 Cr.P.C with
regard to Nationwide protests carried out in view of CAB 2019

With regard to the above subject, since proposal of Citizenship (Amendment) Bill,
protests, precessions and other activities which happened in different States, there is
likely hood of protésts, processions and Law & Order issues may Wappen in Bengaluru
City. As a precautionary measure there is need to impose prohibitory order U/s 144
Cr.P.C in Bengaluru City. Hence it is requested to pass a prohibitory order under section
144 Cr.P.C.

Yours faithfully

Sd/-
Deputy Commissioner of Police
South Division,Benglauru City.
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Government of Karnataka
(Police Department)

NO.SB/Other/135/DCP(C)/2019 Office of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police
Central Division
Bangalore City Dt.18.12.2019

To

The Commissioner of Police
Bengaluru City.

Sir,

Sub:- Regarding imposing Prohibitory Order to control Law and order.

With regard to the above subject, different states have organized protest in
different places against CAB — 2019. During protest the people have created law and
order issues and damaged public properties. Regarding CAB- 2019 different parties and
organlzatlons are plannmg to carryout protest and processions in Central Division,
durmg which there is Ilkely hood of happening law and order issues. As per credible
information received from Central Division police personnel, there are chances that
damage to communal harmony may happen. Until the situation comes under control
there is need for impose prohibitory order U/s 144 Cr.P.C in Bengaluru City.  Hence the
report is submitted for necessary action.

Yours faithfully

Sd/-
Deputy Commissioner of Police
Central Division,Benglauru City,
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Government of Karnataka
(Police Department)

NO.SB/50/DCP(N)/2019 Office of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police
North Division
Bangalore City Dt.18.12.2019

To

The Commissioner of Police
Bengaluru City.

Sir,

Sub:- Regarding organizing bundobust for protests against
CAB Bill

With regard to the above subject on 19.12.2019 there is a possibilities of muslim
and studentgiorganizations are goi;t)g to organize protest;s and processions agaipsl‘
passing of CAB Bill and it may lead to law and order problems. Hence to avoid any
untoward incidents requesting to impose prohibitory order U/s 144 Cr.P.C in
Bengaluru City. Hence the report is submitted for necessary action.

Yours faithfully

Sd/-
Deputy Commissioner of Police
North Division,Benglauru City.
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Government of Karnataka
(Police Department)

NO.SB/DCP(WF)/286/2019 Office of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police
Whitefield Division
Bangalore City Dt.18.12.2019
To

The Commissioner of Police
Bengaluru City.

Sir,

Sub:- Regarding requesting for imposition of Section 144 Cr.P.C
in Whitefield Division from 19.12.2019 to 21.12.2019

With regard to the above subject, on 9.12.2019 the central government has-
passed Citizenship Amendment Bill and National Register Citizens Bill and in the
background of the passing of the bill, the students of Jamia Islamia University Delhi has
organized the protests opposing the bill. This lead to bregking over of law and order
and legal action has been taken 'Jagainst the protestors and some news regat;dmg
protests against taking of legal action against students is circulating in social media and
we have a credible information that some organizations may organize protests in
support of students and also information is that some political parties and organiz%tions
had called for Bharath Bundh on 19.12.2019 and 20.12.2019 against the passing of the
bill. Whitefield Division is consisting of majority of IT/BT companies and it is very
sensitive area, if processions and protests are allowed there are possibility of breaking
down of law and order and in turn it well affect the day to day life of the public. Hence
requesting to impose prohibitory order U/s 144 Cr.P.C from 19.12.2019 from 6 AM to
21.12.2019 till 12 midnight. Hence the report is submitted for necessary action.

Yours faithfully
Sd/-

Deputy Commissioner of Police
Whitefield Division,Benglauru City.
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Government of Karnataka
(Police Department)

NO.SB/Misc/DCP(W)/2019 Office of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police
West Division
Bangalore City Dt.18.12.2019

To

The Commissioner of Police
Bengaluru City.

Sir,

Sub:- Regarding imposition of Section 144 Cr.P.C on the back
ground of protests in others parts of the country.

. With regard to the above subject nationwide protests are organized by some of
the”'organizations in different parts of the country. “There is a chances that’protest may
also take place in Bengaluru City as per the credible information. As a precautionary
measure we need to avoid protests taking place which are organized by different
organizations in West Division. To avoid untoward incidents and to maintain law order
requesting to impose prohibitory order U/s 144 Cr.P.C in Bengaluru City.  Hence the
report is submitted for necessary action.

Yours faithfully
Sd/-

Deputy Commissioner of Police
West Division,Benglauru City.
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Government of Karnataka
(Police Department)

NO.CRM/Reference/393/DCP(SE)/2019 Office of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police
South East Division
Bangalore City Dt.18.12.2019

To

The Commissioner of Police
Bengaluru City.

Sir,

Sub:- Regarding giving opinion for imposition of 144 Cr.PC

With regard to the above subject from the day of CAB bill passed by the Central
Government, there are protests and processions opposing the bill and untoward
incidents reported aII over the country. Thcre are possibilites of takmg out some kind of
processions and protests and other activities in south east division. To protect the
property and to maintain the law and order, harmony in the south east division and to
avoid untoward incidents, requesting to  impose prohibitory order U/s 144 Cr.P.C in
Bengaluru City. Hence the report is submitted for necessary action.

Yours faithfully
Sd/-

Deputy Commissioner of Police
South East Division,Benglauru City.
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CRASH

E-MAIL/FAX MIESSAGE

S
=

. ALL COMPOLS (BY NAME)
2. ALL RANGEPOLS (BY NAME)
_ALL DISPOLS INCLUDING KGF & RAILWAYS (BY NAME)

w

INFO: _ADDL.DGP: RAILWAYS: BENGALURU
_ADDL.DGP: LAW & ORDER: BENGALURU
_ADDL.DGP: INTELLIGENCE: BENGALURU

_____ .ADDL.DGP: KSRP: BENGALURU

N

B~ W

NO: L_&Q/l\_/]lSC/7%/2019 20 - 18/12/2019 _
THIS 1S WITH RESPECT TO VARIOUS AGITATIONS BEING PLANNED BY DIFFERENT

GROUPS TO PROTEST AGAINST THE CITIZENSHIP AMENDMENT ACTION THROUGHOUT
KARNATAKA () AS SEVERAL OF THESE ORGANISATIONS ARE KNOWN TO HAVE CREATED
COMMUNAL TENSION IN THE PAST, IT IS IMPORTANT TO MAKE ALL OUT EFFORTS TO SEE
THAT NO INCIDENT AFFECTING LAW & ORDER AND PEACE IN THE STATE TAKES PLACE ()
SINCE THERE 1S POSSIBILITY OF ORGANISED GROUPS FORCIBLY IMPLEMENTING BUNDH ON
19™ AND 2157 DECEMBER, 2019 WHICH MAY LEAD TO COMMUNAL TENSION, IT 15
ADVISABLE TO IMPOSE SECTION 144 CR.P.C. WITH IMMEDIATE EFFECT TILL 21°" DECEMBER
() ALL PREVENTIVE MEASURES SHOULD BE TAKEN TO CONTROL POTENTIAL TROUBLE
MAKERS () ALL THE FIELD UNITS HAVE ALREADY BEEN GIVEN STRIKING FORCES AS PER
THEIR BEQUISITION (._) IF ANY MORE FORCE IS REQUIRED, PLEASE CO-ORDINATE WITH

ADDL.DGP, LAW & ORDER () ALL OUT EFFORTS SHOULD BE MADE TO SEE THAT LAW & 2

ORDER AND COMMUNAL PEACE 1S MAINTAINED IN YOUR JURISDICTION AND NO
UNTOWAD INCIDENT TAKES PLACE () NO LAXITY SHALL BE TOLERATED IN THIS MATTER (.)

PLEASE ACKNOWLEDGE RECEIPT OF THIS MESSAGE ()

(. 5‘ ,-'.w.'

vl N TN NN >
eyt R (NEELMANI N RAJU)-
DIRECTOR GENERAL &
SUver INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE

LR KARNATAKA STATE
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JUMMA MASJID TRUST BOARD

#11, Jumma Masjid Road, Bengaluru - 560 051. Ph: 25596099
To Dated: 19" December 2019

The Assistant Commissioner of Police, (East),
Law & Order, '
Bharathinagar Police station,

Bengaluru.

Respected Sir,

Sub: ‘National Peace and Communa! Harmony Programmég’
On 23.12,2019 at 11.00 AM, &t Hazrath Khazi Mohammed Abdul

Khuddus Sahib Eidgah, No.68, Miller's Road, Bengaluru-46.

With reference to above subject, we would like to bring to your kind notice,
that a peaceful gathering will be held at the above mentioried premises and
public address system will be used.

Please grant permission to conduct the function on 23.12.2019.
This is for your kind information.

Thanking you,
Yours Sincerely

For Jumma Masjid Trust Board

/ "J
(Lt fteess
Mushtag Ahmed
Chairman

Co-Ordinators:
Mr. Afsar Baig {8660757994)
Mr. Shahid (9632772466)
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Translated English Version of Annexure —

an @)

FORM-1V
Grant of licence to conduct assembly
| | Name of the application. Mustag Ahmed
2 Designa_tion, address and contact telephone | Chairman, Jumma Masjid Trust Board, # 11,
numbers. Jumma Masjid Road, Bengaluru. Tele:
25596099
3 | Place where the assembly is permitted. Khuddus Sahib Eidgah Ground, # 68,
Millers Road, Bengaluru.
4 | Purpose of the assembly. National Peace & Communal Harmony
programme.
5 | The time at which the assembly should | Dt: 23.12.2019, 11-00 AM
start.
6 | The time at which the assembly should | Dt: 23.12.2019, 02-00 PM
concluded.
7 | The number of person to take part in the | Approximately 30,000 to 40,000
assembly.
8 | The number and type of vehicles permitted | Approximately 15,000
to be brought for the assembly.
9 | The name and designation of the officer | Police Inspector, Bharathinagar  Police
who is authorised to oversee the proper | Station, Bengaluru
conduct of the assembly.

Bengaluru: Licencing Authority.

Date: Designation

Time: ACP, Pulikeshi Nagar
CONDITIONS

1. The organisers will take necessary steps to ensure that all electrical installations at
the place of assembly are safe. In case of any mishap, the applicant will be held
personally responsible. -

2. The organizer will make necessary arrangements for provision for drinking water
to the members of the public attending the assembly.

3. Organizers will ensure that the public address system utilized at the place of
assembly is used only in such a way that the sound is heard, as far as possible,
only to the persons attending the assembly.

4. Organizers will take necessary steps to safeguard the place of assembly against
fire hazards.

5. In case the assembly is likely to be attended by more than 10,000 people, the
organizers should requisition a fire tender during the period of assembly to meet
any eventualities.

6. The organizers shall cbtain separate licence for use of loud speaker and will abide
by the conditions of the loud speaker licence.

7. Participants should park their vehicle at Palace Ground and Shivajinagar Bus stand
parking area which was arranged by Police Department.
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_2 =
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Sl. | Division Name of the Date of | bate of Date of Total members
No Organisation / Applied for Permissicn | Procession gathered in
Applicant Name & Fermission | Given or Protest | Procession/
Address | | ' Protest
‘7 Central Team Meera, #11, 23-12-2012 | 26-12-20i% 29-12-2019 | 200
Vinayaka Party Hall, Protest at
3" Floor, Katriguppe Town Hall
Main Road, ‘
S rt
Bangalore wuppo!l
for an
Sri Mieera amendmen
Raghavendara t-Bill)
8. | Central Karntaka Muslim 26 '12:2019 27-12-2016 | 28-12-2019 } 500
Mahiala Andolan, Protest at
#24, 1% stage, 4" Town Hall
Block, HBR Layout,
Bangalore
Nagma Shek,
5| Contral | Anti Facist Pecple’ s | 29-12-2019 | 20-12-201¢ 30-12-2019 | 200
Forum, Bangalore Protest at
Mysore
L Bank Circle
/(Q—Q ’ - //’ ,ﬁ{. O
~ /[/X\)/
s _—
This is the ArLEUIE e ~....stated In 1hn
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(D) Regult of the Police Training Sehool
NIL
7
Y
(B) Miscellanedus
SNoWHD ‘107 $eR 79} datea 6th July 1974
NOTIFICAT ION
. ' oxercise of tho powsrs conferyed by sub-gection (1)
of Boction 20 of the Code of Oriminpl Procedure, 1973, (Central
Act.a'off1974):” The Governmant of Karnaipka hereby appoints the
Comnigaioney of Pollice, Bangalore Oity

1 _ ' VATY, a8 Bxecutive Haglestrate '
An the Hetxropolitan areg declared in Notirfi

: A P '
o S ~* BY ORDER AND IN THE NAM? OF THE
L SR GOVERHOK 03 ZARWATARL,

e e T y

DR/

4 /ax(H, VEERABHADRAIAR),
- Additdonnl sﬁcrgtaryrho Go?t.,n__ -
= —_ — _ - Home Dopart e =
= 1O IBRE 74, devod Sth duly 1970, ===
FR IR _HORIRICATION . e

. .. 1 exercise of the powora conferred b
" 9% sogction 20 of the Coda of Crininel Procedury,
2 0F 1974) the Govornment of Karnatalka he nt
Commissloner of Pollce, Bangnlore City, who haw been appointeq gs
EXBQ&t1Ve'Magiatrate_1n,gqvgrnment Notification No,HD 10, pep 74,
dated. 6th July 1974, 4o be an - : WAy

BY OKDER 4D Tj PHE LAME-OF THE
GOVEINOKR OF KAINATAK A,

8d/~ (H. VEERABHADRATAH ),

Additiong), Seeretary to Govés,
Home Depaztment.

veal el il m25abesd it the
rh.s §O oy (DA LS .

[\‘[ﬂd“\}ﬂ_ D okl Ted RN et s e s s

BegN s

4 vurAR.Y
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(7

Section 20 in The Code Of Criminal Procedure, 1973

20. Executive Magistrates.

(1) In every district and in every metropolitan area, the State Government may
appoint as many persons as it thinks fit to be Executive Magistrates and shall
appoint one of them to be the District Magistrate.

(2) The State Government may appoint any Executive Magistrate to be an
Additional District Magistrate, and such Magistrate shall have ' such] of the

powers of a District Magistrate under this Code or under any other law for the time

being in force * as may be directed by the State Government].

segstrate-becoming

COLLL—OL_LLhe D:Lb:l—l—l(.h—l\’-l—’-l‘fibll ate. -, SR

(4) The State Government may place an Executive Magistrate in charge ot a sub-
division and may relieve him of the charge as occasion requires; and the Magistrate
so placed in charge of a sub- division shall be called the Sub- divisional
Magistrate.

(5) Nothing in this section shall preclude the State Government from conferring,
under any law for the time being in force, on a Commissioner of Police, all or any

of the powers of an Executive Magistrate in relation to a metropolitan area.
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. B HOMESECRETARIAT iy g AT e
. POLICE DEPARTMENT

Office of the Comimissioner of Police, Ne. 1, Infantry Road, Bangalore-560 001

 No. BC/CP/MAG/1/2009, Basigalore, DATED 20™ MAY, 2009,
’ - o ¥ " T -t b -..I. iy : k . . -,

LICENCING AND CONTROLLING OF ASSEMBLIES AND PROCESSIONS (BANGALORE: cnry
i e yTE L CORDER; 2000, SR Sl

- (ssuéd under Section 31 Sub Section 1, Clatise * 0-* of the krmﬁ(q_tazté"hqﬁ'qc_;aar,' 1963 with the

approval of the Government of Karttataka vide Letter o, D 149 SST 2009 dated 04.03.2009).

1

2. Whereas, it has been considered .:'.1eccssaiy and essential to control and regulate the assemblies
and processions in Bangalore City to ensure the smooth flow of traffic and to prevent inconvenience to-

the members of the public.

3. Whireas, there is provision. in the Karnataka Polics. Act, 1963, ‘Section 31 Sub Section 1,
Clause “O *.to make and enforce orders to control, to regulate the conduct and behavior or action of
the persons constituting assemblies and processions on or along the streéts of the Bangalore City and
the route by the order in which and the times at which the same may pass. ' :

5. Whereas, the Draft Notfication of this Order was published In the Karnataia Gazette dated

ot np FLace el it




533 Wherefore, 1, Sha_nka_r Btdarl Cammmsion’ef.D[-Pellii_:e, '_Bahgz\let_'e' City, hereby make' ﬂ"ue -
foll(}wing Wt S st '. ',: i _ | ! o

: 1 A. TITLE AND COMMENCEMENT

[i"?') Imceﬂ(:e iy J‘_‘,a e

_‘{vr) ‘Lici:ncing A\ithuxity ‘ineans .-the I‘bll(:e-lnspector in eharge ef t'.he Police Station in respect of 3
p1ocesstons wh,ich are’ proposed to be nrganized in. the limits of the, ennf‘mlul Police Statlon A

ra i

[vi) 'Prneessioﬁ’ _ ‘
PR consistmgsof more th*&n 25

(vﬁ) Seetion means Sectmn 31 Sub Section 1 Clause "O" of the Act.

< -"t'ii’ |

T religiotis | and cultux:al meet

i a public place or . prtvate pla

WWW.LIVELAW.IN

|
[ L A '

- ORDER

[1) This order may be called Licenemgland Contrqﬂmg_ of AesembUes_”anc_l Public _prociessinn_s' ;
./ (Bangalore Cit ) Order, 2000 ' P 7

~the coneerts orgam7ed for pubhe-ramuseme"; .

:‘:-'and indoor mdetingsa

‘when a prdeession proposed to be organized in the Iimlts of a Po]lce Sub Di,vision the Asst.

Cormnissloner of Pollce of the. conce stned Sub "Dwision in’ reepeet of the proeessions proposed to-

- be orga.msed within the juri'-'sdlction ‘of the” eoncemed Police Sub Division, the Deputy

Comumissioner, of Police © “the City Pollce Dwio.ion in’ respect of processions proposed to Be -

conducted within the cont:erﬁed Pollce Dl\nSion and, in respeet of processions proposed to be -

' condueted in the juﬂsdletion of mm'c than one PolLee Division. the Llcencmg AuthonLy will be

t;he Addﬂion'xl Commissinner;of I’ohee Law - and Order JIn respeet of assemblles the Licencing e
{55 ioﬁer of Police 1n charge of the etmcerned C;ty Pohce Dlvision :

f the people who

pmeessioris

f" BN

LICENCES TO BE OBTAINED FOR PROCESSIONS GR PUBLIC ASSEMBL]ES

ND processmns or assemblies sh:'_ be allOwed' in Bangalore Cxty mthout obtainmg the Iieenee :
_ '.mder 1_h1s order

v _.-‘-

(1) . Applimtion m Form No I 111 rESpect of e £y ploCeseion, if it is’ to be: eonducted on a route

within the julisdu:tion of one Police SLab

miade to thé Asst. Commissioner of Police in charge of the Sub Division if it 1s to bé conclucted

Iee“ac(*.ees'. but does not lnclude .
whether they are organ.lzed Sl

_ are _ceompanied by muaic or othermse._i"
ersbns passing in a_group on éhy public road iri Bangalore City, .-
with 'a corhmon - obje(.t and includes proceSSmns organlzed by political parties. rehglous '
groups, social orgam?'ltlons route marches. but does not J.nclude marTiage and. funeral .

_ on, shall be m ade to the Pohce Inspeetor in chargf' of .
the Pohee Station, if it is be conducted in the. jurisdiction Gf one Police Siib Division, it shall be




i, -

‘A.uy othcr regulauon which ls re
. ,procession
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LAt J0RTL AN _I-wi!] be rnade Iu the préscribed form:.
: ‘Q*_-‘_ls t_i_i}.-..pa}'"ftﬁédt-of Ra.,20-00. (Rupée

:r‘ of Police will be

) _ : Iications reca:nrcd
Hi e 'im:f Grder will 'be forwarded to Additjonal
elr wews and repo B T e Sty ; :

qui'md _té;"'Bé':féiléﬁca by the b'éfséns_-.bartﬁéi-pat_mg in the

thther there 1s hIce]ihood of pi ocesslon[sts shoullng slog

ans etc,, which are ]Ikely to annuy
other religious political 500131 llngmstic or 0ultural groups : W o

ththcr Qrga:cuzers 'u'e capable qf conductin

g the ‘--pmcc__ssion in’ an br'c'l:erly‘ and cﬁscipliﬂed
manner.

i “L ..
T,
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| C-.- In. wspect of Ihe assernblles. the opmmn of the authoritieq speciﬁed In Llause 4 [IJ and 4(11)
will be obt.ained rf:g'u'dlng thc follouﬂri" 'namelj,[ S : Wy e

tion 'for granL of llu.uu: t thc asqcmbly

5. LICENCING AUTHORITY OR 1 S_HEPRESENTATIVE MAY INSPEC’I‘ THE PREMSES m\rn_'
g ROUTE Thc.ucencmg Authonty ma}* for the pu 1 pose of gmnting lu,_ence if necesswry, Thold’ mspection' '
( ( _;_‘ above the ra.nk of Poljce_ISub In pcctor serving. 5

'_ under hxm tt; mspect such pr mise an T8 S0 .
need be reqmrc the QrgamZers Or. thc:u‘ a.uthorrzed rcprescntatwe to be present durm snch mepecﬂon .4

; Li(:Enclng Authority may beforc decldlng Whethcr to"'g.ive:.or rcfusc 11(:(: E:c. rccor'__' ; Ar .'
b ‘ s, he 'rdjnate ufﬂcsr nol

of Poﬂce..' Sub ,Inspectd' no

"opportunity‘ to hm\ to expfeéé; 1’11 _C'WS regardlng any adveme report rcceivad ﬁ'om the authnnties
mentioned in paras 4 (i) dﬂd 4 (). ’

g FACTORS T() BE CONSIDERED BY T}IE LICENCING AUTHORI'I'Y The Licenc;ng Authorlty

i The interest of the public in gcnera] 8 ' ', S _'

ii. Status and antecadents of the applicant

. Avail'lbdlty of Paridn;__, space for all the motor thicles of | persnns attendmg Lhe processmns or
_asSernblics. 3 = e, .__ ; . . :

.;-.--'

iv. Law and ordcr problems in the 1ocaIity.

V. ththcr a_ny disturbancc or nuisa,nce ds go{ng to be caused to any hospltal edueational or
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' I'(d Al . J" I h '...I". S . Lt 5 L . M Tl L Moz _I‘ - .Il |

v e e dos i ¥ ’ 5 A 4 . . (Y
vt \%‘hbther" the. processlon or assembly s 'ljlcf:lv' to give scope for ‘any nuisdnce or resentment
] '\mongdt the mcmbcrs of the ubllca bclongmg to any :rchglous-. cultural lingulslic or‘ smnl
gmups. : y ey 8 L W : .

vill, Whether all '1dequate preCautiorls have b n talken in s ocessions or pubhe meetmg‘q

for which thc hcence is to be granted to prevent obatrut,tlo to thc .$mooti1 ﬂow of tr

Whother the grant g:af Ilcence wﬂl gwc scope for distmbau 0 1pr‘: c and tranquility on thc \ _'

'8.

l)lvlJlon where the Dy Commiss‘,mnet‘ of Poll(,e is lhe 'Liccnclng Authoril‘y tha appllcan_“ nay -
appeal to the Addl Conﬁnisstonerof Poltce, qu and Order b T ) e Futern

(m Wherc tht: Acldl Commlssioner of Fohcc ls thc Llccnclng Authorlty 111(: 1pphcmts may prefer |
i uppeal to the Commissioncr of POIJ.LG Bang'ﬂore Clty, who may, if necessary hear the concemedi
.mtl pass such otder as he deen:i' ﬂt vnthin 24 hours frorn the tjma of receipt of the appcal T

11, Tie PERSGNS PARI‘ICIL’A’I TG snbuw OBEY THE szscnoﬂa OF THE POLICE: The
persons  patticipatiig in- the assembly or ‘procession. md thc or‘gani:?em of the pmt,essiens or
assemblies shall obcy such direc{iz)ns as may be givcn by the Pohce Officers’ on duty af thb spot

Any direction that m..-.y ;
assemblie:s from time ta

3. REMovAL E)F m' : J
llw provisions of this Order the Licenclng Authorities will seek-mstructltms.from the Commissioner of
I'ollce and such L’l LrUFtions as m’ty be gwcn by the Commlssmner of Pohce mll bt: ﬂnal
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‘ BORMEA i siicie a0l 5T 400 O~
Appllcation for grant nf l.lcence for conductmg pmcession ShE : g 0 \

i "q“]:m lec by whlc.h lhc pr qcmﬁlou Ilé'lpropoch lO
L commence, PR o

muc by wlllr i llu- pr u('oaql(ui lf; pm]pmcd to " s
conielude, : b o

! __..-—--—-L-..
110 }\“Y other pnlth e (o e fumimml)

T PG P e e e o i

TWB Where 1'.11e assembly 1s Lo be conduutcd F '

7| "'ﬁ'TC Purposc of conductlng th- assembly |

BRI G Whether pcrmission has been taken by the OWTIEY [, g o S0 TR R
of the land where the. assembly is propost:d to l)c A R R 1 SIS |
onductcd B _ : 2 % '

‘6—‘ 1{"{,90 a copy to be ‘en‘clo‘s'ed -

——,}—M"‘}fﬁﬁg‘_ numbt,r of pcrsons hkcly ""to” aLteur.J Llll.(l;
zlsSCrr)Lbly '

, J.Ii . _:.
g qjlc numbc and lype of vehlcles lll{eiy to be
; prought hy the persons attending the assembly.

O S






