No.DGP2SSGFIRZEI 2012 Mumbai, Dare 13122013

Ref = 1) DGPIATEY Crime2001, dared 05/10:2001,
2) DOP/23SATIR-9542008,; dated 16/082008,
3) DGR/IZH6MW I Peti B THA010, dared 15/10:2010,
4) DOPM23/54/FIR283/2012, dated 17/02/2012,
3) Standing Order Mo 2002012, dated 20/09/2012,
6) Corrigendurt No DGP/I3/SHTFIRA83/2012, dated 11/12/2012,

Sub :- Regisiration of I.LIL
Lxrections given by the Hon'ble Supremsa Court of Indip in WP

(Criminal) No. 682008 Lalitg K umar Vs Gov: of ULP,
& Others.._dated 1 2th Nav. 2013,

s 3ok e e K

Circular :

O the subject of registration of F.LR.this office had issued circulars from
tme 1 imesis mentioned nbove: 10 will be worth while to mention here that Lhe
Hon'ble Supréme Court of Indis recently in the matter of Lalits Rumari Vis
Govt: of UP. & Others ( WoE.(Criminal) Noo 682008 Yoo 12 th Nov, 2013 has
issued the following direcuony whick ‘are boighl to the notice of dll Unit
(Commandess
(i) Registtation of FIR is mundatory under section |54 ol the Code, it the
mlermetion discloses commission of @ cognizable otfence and no arelimmary
tguiey Iy permiissiole o sueh @ situation.

{11) It the informetion veveived does not disclose a coanizable offénce but
indicates the necessity for'on inguiry, & prellminary Inguiry imay be conduoted
anly 1 ascertain whathet cognizable offence is disclosed or not

(il IF the inquiry dlscloses the commission of @ cognizable offenced, the FIR
must be rogistered,  In' cses where preliminary mguiry ends in clesing tha
complaint, o vopy of the entty of suoh closure must be supplied 6 the fist
informont ferthwith bnd not lter thin in one weel, It must disclose reasons in
brief lor closing the complalnts and not procéeding further,

(iv) The Police officer cannot avoud bis duty ol regisiering offence if
tognipable Hffénce | disclosed, Acdon it be taken agains: =reihg officers
who do nul register the TIR if information reeeives] by him disgloses o
copnizsible offénce.

(Vi The stope of preliminaty inguiry is not to verlty the veracily or otherwise
cf the Information réceived but only to aseartain whether thé inlormation reveals
any dognizable oflence.

{vi} F.ﬂm what type and in which cases prelimivury inquiry is to be conducted
will depend on the G and cireumslances of each cusz. The categury ol imes
in which preliminary inquiry may be made ane as inder -



(8) Mutrimonial disputes / family disputes

(1) Commersial offences

(e} "Medical negligence cuses

(d}) Carruplion cases

(2] Cases where there is abnormal delay laches in initinting, criminal
prosecution, for example, over 3 months delay in reporting the matter without
sasfietorily expluining the reasons for delay.

The aforesaid are only Mlustrazions and not exhaustive of all conditions

which 1may warrant prelimingry ingquiry.
(vii}  While ensuring and srowciing the nights of the aceueed and the
comiplainant. a prelimitiry inguiry sheuld se made Ume bound and in Any Lase it
should niot exceed 7 days.  The faet of such delay and the causes of it must be
reflected in the General Diney entry.
(viii)  Sinee the General Diary ¢ Station Diary / Daily Diary is the record of all
ynformation re_gr:ei\'n'-i:i in a police siation, we direct thet all information relating 1o
cognizable offience, whelher resuiting in registrotion of FIR or leading to an
inquiry, must be mandatorily and meticulously refleeted in the said Dingy and
the decision to condugt & préliminary ingiory muslt plsp he. meflecisd, 33
mentioned above.
2. In view of above mentioned recent direttions of the Hon'ble Supreme Court
of Indin, oll Unit Commanders aie directed to Tollow the above directions
Ermpulﬂmly'and bring thess instructions to the notice of all subordingtes i
wriling and further eoution them thal aay fatlure to compiy with the above
directions would make them liable for distiplinary as wiell s pennl action. Zero
rolerance will be exhibited to this issue.
3. The ahove mentioned judgemenl is slso available on the websie of Hon'ble
supreme Court of [ndin as well as an the website of Mahapolice
4. All Unit Commanders miust acknowledge the receipt of this circular
personally pnd sepd the aoknowledgement o this office within waik rom the
dute of receipt of this cirenlar Any violasions al’ the whovie mentioned direction
shul! be viewed senously.

urj *.:-.._-E‘- E”_f“s:

( Sarjeev Dayal )
Direclor General of Pelice,
Mahareshtra State, Mumbii.

Tuo,
All Copmue, of Peliee { Including Riys.)
All Supdts. of Police ( Including Rlys.)

Ciapy 10 _
The Addl Diredior Geaeral of Police, CID,, M.S,, Pune.
The Addl Direstor General of Police, Rly,, M.S., Mumbal.



The AddlDGP PCR M8 Mumbil,

The ADGSRPE, TRAFFIC TR,

All Range Spl. Inspecwor Ceneral of Police,

Spl. Inepector Gunesal of Police, PAW. M.S,, Pune,
DLLG.P,, Cridehiroli Range, Gidehiroli

Copy to
[y, 5.P., Camputer Section, D.G.P. Office,
2. He should put this cltcular alony with (he judgement dan the website of

Mabgpolice immediately, Copy of Judgemen? is enclosed.
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156. Palice officers powsr 2= Investigats
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stalfonr may, without the eorder of a3 Mayisrate,
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shiall"at sny state ba called In Gusstlon onthe gralng
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stabion thial mnne-is po sufficisnt ground far entorlng on
ah lrivestigation, ke shall mod e lgate the cane
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tHie oecordlsg of statenienl of (b vickHm shall he
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sectlan, seid, In' | he cuse merrianed in clausa (L) of Lhn
=3id previsa) thio officer shall also oithvith mexlly o the
anferrvanty i ahy, insuch manner as fay bo prissedhal
oy the Siage Govertitnenl, Lhe fact that he will mat
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l faEa casle

AL _Z.-%%
12.!' or. Ashﬁk*‘n nija, |

‘submitted -a%lﬁt ’tﬁ;’ tse oF the we:m “shall dar Ser;tmn
154(1) %F_j hﬂ Code clear!r manr.iatﬁs

: ngf:w%% givert to g qsf

-'::h mission '{Ff a mgrll 5

e

unmistakabhy lndu:abn?e ﬂ’l’ MEtutnry intent.  What s
= NECoSsaly, ar:cnr?ﬁnq J.u hfm 15 anly that the:infermation
given t-.‘;:- the ]JEF]IH’:‘] mugl- dlEl‘.l{}Sé 1i:xﬁmrrﬂ:-:s.lﬂrr of a
cagnizable offence. He also contended that section 154 of

the Cade Us=sthe wuid "infarmatbon” sunplicrber and ﬂﬁé‘ﬁ_
nat use the qualifies words such o5 *eredible }nfu‘rmatiﬁn"

¢ “feasonable -:nmj:italr:t" Thus, the. Intentish of the

Patllament is uteguivacelly clear from the lznguoge - -

employed that a mersa Inferniation rélating to commissian

Payio
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: Bq-pgal Ve, Eummftts& i

S a*cuhl‘uzame nFr‘en-;e ]:5 fufr'h': enk ko, ransv a4 HF!~ 'é_— -' —_
'a‘itb I"{-.'llEﬂ T4 Hha;ari Lur {snpraj Rantesh Kumar‘r e
(supra), Aleque Padamsee rsupra} Lattmy
t':haudhary {sugm,krs t of" F'ﬁfh!:&, CHlys.
Tapan n;m %ﬁnﬁﬁ } c‘? ri 25 Hirslal

Rarﬁanfa’l su J 8. Premanand fsup:ah Kb
AlR 1057 EL&@%&

bl ¥,

-Ehnrg_:flu_; Sfﬂfﬁ' of Rajs

|I- ."‘H’q

a false casc. 1n thé am:l. I}g an.:"bs;!-#:l by retterating h&k
the registration’of FIR 1S nr I-E.’rj':l'_ﬂ-ﬁl‘.l}f}" unaer Ssetlon 154 of
the f!:ﬂdr: if the: Jn[tsn}-_iatmriﬂl.fl_pflﬁ comaHssion of g “
cognizable offence and no preliminery  fnquiry s
permissihia fn such 2 situation,  Fuorther, Yo 2ics dense
that the preliminary nquiry :E:_ﬁniﬂh:l.?:;k by. the TRl uniler E
certain situstions, as provlded under the' ¢ Al rdine |
ey

Wanugl, stands on a diffarent footing dve & g special

pravisions refating to the CBl centalned i the Delkl

e 13



EIlEc'm Polize- Eﬁﬁhlﬁhm&nt Aﬁf 1954.1; wl-ﬂ‘:I‘L [5 ﬂ;a't.re‘d ]

-

LlncrerErE::tlﬂnﬁ. J'-!-{Ei arH:J' 5 nfthe Lode. - - -

13} M. IiCaI:.ran Eanﬂﬁﬁadhyar fF'ﬁrrrE*.:f ‘-Elilﬁr tounsel

appearing. on 5 gﬁg ﬁiﬁ%i&:gﬁi WE'st- Eéngai

Stbmitted tﬁ‘% whenﬁver any Imcrmatﬁruldhng to

cummisi@ a'cognizable dffence is re;:e e, . it Is the
- ety *’ﬂﬁﬁ:ﬁ:ﬂfﬁﬁﬂz i ’ énuri:é.m-ﬂaﬁ-_ rif:'-j -ord
‘f:hf'_ ‘.fﬂ'ﬂ‘l«\.- End‘a {;qur :.'l‘-i;' rmatu:rn Ehalj Ih'E,-,
rr;m:}mth free ‘of t:r;ist infﬂrmant under '

18412} of the Code: n'vgr!.q,:-!_ 6 i, 3 police offie

:1. . l-
e 1r't 1i13*ﬁrm mﬂancg " He

“ng ether alErnaiivﬂ- Qul: e .rrp:i the Inrt:urrr’tnttmn iy

alsa mgi'tlighteﬁ uarmﬁar ﬂfﬁ:aquﬁm steps o be fnlluwad
oy the police offlcer pur'suant 0 thn I'Lgffhﬁhf.:r"l of an FTR
With regard to tha' SE:EiiJE uF §ecﬂm1 J,S-:a of lhe Cote, he
relied on H.N, Risitbud and tnder Singhi vs, State af
Dokl AR 1505 5C 156, bhajan Laf (supra), 5.0,
Sharma vs. Bipen Kumar Tiwari (1970) 1 Scc 653,
Unlen of India vs, Prakssh p, Hinduja (7003).6 SCC
195, Sheikh Hasib aliss Tabarsk s, State of Bilar
11972) 4 5CC 773, Shashikant (s=ara). Ashok Kuitar



"i'- - &1
' 2 Tndfvs EESHWEFJﬂﬂEH‘ ann‘ Ei‘hm {L‘.’Jh} 3 -’ELT— ?53 . f
A Faﬁma 5umi‘ara Ras Fﬂea..ﬂ and m*hzrs vs, =mhﬂ -:F : | w‘?

T.N. ahd 0?}:9:3 (Po0zr 3 :_.,,, 533, F Srmjudchﬂ 3 ; |

fEﬂp.l"-T:l} Rajfnd’er S;;g%ﬁmxathc jsupra}, Bhagwant
Rt
Kishdre jasﬁf s:rwa} and M‘annaf lg‘(@tfﬂ Ve, The
| g
7 ' ed Addlﬂnnafa‘#dﬁcat'e A A e T

e r) F.._.’.-;j‘. - a

Cade ﬁ:irlnﬂglnq of false Fl _"-;r'- He a!gn pointad ot that

the anly e:-ccepliarﬁ?aatew,_- :;aﬁ-::is arising under: the
Frevention ﬂfﬁﬂrfuulmn Arfﬁ?‘tn tnr;e Casss, sanction is-
rmt.essary before raktng Cognizarica by the Magistiates.
and the public ,;Lrvanhr arelfaccurdeﬂ Somz Klod of
protection so that vexatinus cases cannot b filed to

narass them., E

15) Mr. G. Eir.mhaiamur!.iga:n. learmed counsel for the
uppellant in. Criminal Appeal Mo, 141 s 2010, after
lraring the earlicr history, viz, the ralovan: pravisidie il

tho Code ur cnmlm | Bracedure of 186y 1u7s 15 - cric]

& =
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1598 strﬂm:l gsrfn why the Eﬂmpﬂlﬂﬂi‘}@ s:gﬁtmtiurr nrf f-IFt :

s Tnanﬂalm:y HE=;115|:: lighlighted ﬂia:remrrnﬁeneianuns-

of the Rapﬂri‘: of I:HEEr 412 Law Cmmmlﬁﬁaﬂn and insestion ﬂnf'_
 Section 12 af the c&gwigah La g;}%endment} ALk, 2&13"
" with effect |

: u@a GTEHEE 13

1a) I'-'irf " ;'Elcash, IetlrnEcl ;Emﬂrrﬂun;el apg aﬁng for:
the sf%‘;'é&g af_;rﬂar Pradeqi i :

unfi 0, E'siarr ham'-:qmmﬁ:_f ik,

ﬁ%% of Unscrupulous C—%EHE itfs desrrahle -rE ot
preliminaly inguiry Intu_télj *!I
with - the mgrmnm{_“

I-egatinm 5i‘|t3uln:l preceds.

i:n.r.i:r whseq uently after

',ll"lf

-n -'ﬁﬁfﬂ

onsidering: tha faltﬂnt;?'cﬂtum t:l:lr the Cede,  various -
prl.mml:ans H?:f: Siart-um- 2(4) (h), 1'51'6{1} 202(1), 164,
varlous provisions ‘rr:lrri; Ft-h H{BP Pu#u: Regulations, .
ieamed seniﬁr-.munser contended  that It . g case
jetording of FiR should e déferred i veriication or s
truth or olherwlse in Tasa of Information I'E:Iat'ing o a
cugni?ﬂhlsﬁ:t_:-f‘l‘enm. Inaddition o the sema, he zlso |‘9|l|..!_ﬂ-
on  Marous h_r-::muunterl‘ne:_nﬁ of this _f;‘rurt. such as,

Mohindre vs Siate of Pumjeb (2001) 9 ScC 581,

Ifi

ata
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Earmmh Kumarr {supra); Ebﬁ‘jﬂﬂ La.-' fﬁ:uﬂra} FHEEEH

- |_-_

- —Smgrh Sadal {sup.mj Muﬂna. ‘Lal vs  State af_ 52
 Himachal Pradesh 1992 cil. L) 1558, Gfrl‘dﬁarr tal

_'#.'anaic vs State- a;u_pr
| _Hattentm @,ﬁl %ﬁf

IE} Cr:m#gﬁv,;ﬁ FIrsarI!y, he ‘concluded i l%nan Lhe

Pesupsible:to aflowe i % polic _-m make a pr‘ell

‘. inr;;ﬁ”‘ into. the a:lléga‘ i . r@gisﬂ:mng an F}R-E;;g%
Sectien 154 of the Cade. T'.;: : :

. ¥ o

e

17w Sidharth: Lumrﬁs’ 1 _rﬂgd';m.dlt&r}al Soficitor
tﬁ ll R

‘General ajnp&armg ors me.-Stﬁte of - Chhattisgash,

commenced h|5 EII'gLJ!T:IE!'iIIb Ly emphasrzrng the stope of
reference Lwfora’ 1:?1!.:- F*DI"ISHTLJEFD-I‘I E-Eﬂt'h Sublsequently,

e elsbarated on various Judgments which held that an
Investigating '{}ﬁia:'r—:r Qn rﬂn:eiuin'f rrpfnnmticm of
tomniission of a cognizabfe uﬁ&nte under Sedtion 154 of
the Code, has power to cenduct preliminary. Inguiny before
reglsteation. of -FIR, vz, Bhagwant Kishore Joshi

{(suprz).  P. Eim_.ruc“'dm (£Upra), Sevi (=upra). and

athers:2002 cn . 2313 and "
apr Vs g erala 2002 :



ﬂd.fiﬂﬂer Singh Harunh fsupraj. CMEHﬁEﬁhy he aisa
| 'h"‘ﬂuﬁhttﬂ Bur notice fhe ﬁ:nlliuwmg derzlslnns ‘uiz Bhﬂfan

- Laf fswpa-aj RHHIEEH Eumanﬁ fsupm.l Fark:aﬂr 5mg.‘r

P

Eadsr (supra), ard fﬂﬂ‘;’”{ adamsee fsuﬂr'ﬂh which
neld that a a ﬁfﬁfﬁﬁ‘ 5 dljsg i

p%? information dlscmsjng ~-:|:'fm$ ﬁiﬂn o7 a
_Cﬂgﬂlzﬂl}]-ﬁ"'ﬂﬁﬁ[’]t{! anﬂ p:lrpwer 6f prtﬂmfnaqu?ry' _

upon ns:s:e:

rraintaingd at the: Fl-r:a[Lr_ fgj;cxﬁf;t% _{wfl)t} may; be mlled as
the General Diary, Elauun-_[:rjam or Bally Dlary. e
urideriined the rE_iE".f,‘;'l m:e n:r_' E nﬂgur::_!lf Dié—.ry Ly ""{=rrn|g to
various: judicial dedisipns such as Tapen Kumar Singh
(supra), Re: Subbaratnaim & Ors, AR 195:9_ Magias
563. He further pointad .;,mr_- that, presentiy, hroughonl,
the country, In mattimenial, comimartial,  inedical
nealigance and Corruption relslel piences, thera exist

provisicns for conducting an inguiry or pralinitnary inculny



h? ‘I'hf: ﬁnlh:r_". whhﬂutﬂ}sfm'e regwmrmg an FLFI Hr‘rﬂﬂr- 2o L
e Sﬁt"ﬂm 154 m‘ the Cods .HE also txrx,uguul: to our nuﬁﬂé
Varigus pmli::e rules prevalling I’ thf.- E'L?rt.ﬂ'h of Punjals,

Rajasthan I..IP Mad}r_}_raﬁll?rn’t;rlfsh_-’

lkata, Bombay, ete.

i ﬁal of ther C

i e

Bl to-
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e
lllllll

inqmry Before rﬂgisrratfu b

T -:af an=FIR should be hEId
permissible. L-ur‘F:hEr -JTE‘ IL A; lﬁeg‘:that the p!‘JWEr to
gamy cut an anulrr qﬁy‘r:,:’qu:n_jnig‘ iquiry by the police,
whﬂ:h precedes th& raagfstratf‘an of FIR will sliminale the
milsies of the ::-rm:f-sﬂ as the;-ri?;jiji_rgxﬂﬂn af FIR serves as
an impsdimett against a pemson far varlous Imporeant
aﬂtlulftia-s fike: applying for a lab_nf a4 passoort ote
Leurned ASG further r-t:ﬂHE'EEF_.‘H s .CDLJr‘t o lrame
guldelines  for . certain 'c;axtegﬂnz.r_ of cases in which

prefiminany Inguire should be made. =

18] mr Shekhar Mupbade. earr=d senkiy  counsel

Para 14



. hﬂpﬂﬂﬂl’fﬁ_ﬂ on ﬁEhﬂI’ gf H"HE Etf:'lhf-' ﬂfr T"‘Eth:'.‘”-'_ﬂsnm
l-.-rsubmm&d that arﬂinaﬂly the Station Heuse Gﬂ’ir:ar {EHG;

should record an iR u,;:rmn mceiwng a complalnt -:imc:rusing

b

__thﬁ rnuretlw_nts of: ?ﬁﬂﬁﬂtﬂﬂhf -n'*r:, Btk in ::Ert:am

gd;lnn fEETEtF'r th@_f

. rﬂﬁ.ﬁﬁ‘l‘jng FIR Shﬂu[@_ ht’.‘-l

TaRirt
Sposition H@ <the mﬂrﬂent the
5 & iF | 11_'% __,'_-l"-;: ke,

complaint mscluslngt*ingrﬂﬁg‘ﬂrz nl‘% mq.|n5.;.~m-= affence is
lotged, the pollee officer must register an Fin-mthnu; any
scruting’ whatsoevigs I'ﬁ'.ﬂ@{.ﬂg;l}%’ﬁj%".p;:_l'upasitmn and is
contrary fo the mandste of Aticle 21 of the Constitution of
Indla, similardy, thr‘: uther exsreme point of view is that the
| police aﬂT::Er muat investigate the cace- substantially
belore rug:st:rrng 11 Fii, Accordingly, he pointed aut that
both must be rejectad and a Iidedie pa!:h-n’mﬂ be chosen,

He nlso submitted the Tulluﬁinq_jﬁdéFn'entE, Viz., BHajan
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P

&adal r#upraj an::l Afeque ﬂadamsea fﬂ:pra} vmﬂ&_m
F!: has I:rEEn helﬁ tnat Fa.complalnt ﬁﬂﬁ:gmij ﬂummmﬂrm mr

a. tﬂgrﬂzahm offence r@ %“ %E% I:F||L'E staticn, than
tf‘lE Sﬁlﬂ‘ ha%ﬁy H‘iﬁiﬁ“&p -"n' FIR undar

.Semﬂp é‘%m rhE Cada, Aecording 1'3& £ @ﬂ senior

roHn

E:-.
1!:) Alﬂngﬂlde* e mm@ § 1,5;“ I:he raﬂuwmg :!eciqmm

Taa AN

-...|||1_

__rm:ﬂnslﬂmtfﬁm& Ihe_y' T,

*uL-: Rafinder Emga‘? F:Iaruc T (s fsﬂpm,l' P. Sfmihdarr: '
Ay Tt

rsupmj. Hhagwant iﬂﬁharm jnsm (supra) and Sewi
fﬁﬂ#ﬂ?‘ '.'rrh[:h ht:nh:! that t.:*rnrr- ruqastermg an FIR undzr

'||‘l

Section 154 of thE“lZ"ﬂdE- [t 5 ni:ren ’m thE oolice officer to

e ——

hold ;l'li__p.i"li_f_ﬂ_]'_'r_!_i_l"_lﬁD[_uj_q,ujl}'..tﬂ._ﬂﬂ-,eﬁﬂiﬂ whether there s 3

g FaciE cass of caminission of & cognizable affénce ar

nat. -Actyrding to learned f;-ehi;rr counsel, Section 154 of

the t:ﬁde: forms: part of a chaln of slatytony, I'J'Tﬂ:'u!].EJL'.IHE
relating to favestigation ang, therefore, the stheme of

Provisidns Of Seclions 43, 15/, 167, 165, ete. st haye 3

T
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ﬁ u:rt iy.

S Artfcl&* 1i1~ ne

3 -||i

= :.E'-'?' 2

ugntummc:e 21, prﬁ*ﬁﬁlwﬁs&_ sgmun 154 uf me: r:n&el

Ll R e

must be. reatl :Imﬂ.rn tu maan tl‘lilt ht.h:lrE g sstering an FiR,

the police offiicer st ke ﬁausffef[ tjng thew IS & pnma

— e ——_
e L ——

Fame case l'-ar !nwﬂt@atim He aiso Emphi‘lﬁlzecl that

L - .—u—-—

Section 154 EF..IrI-tEHﬂE- Imputh F}uwer nf: the police qrﬂrer te
rmtd pratiminary inquiry if he- bona fAde possess SEMYS
:inubl:g ahmrt bl ::re:hb!lrt}.r of the mfarrnatmn given bo.
h]rr'r. By pmntlng out C rlmlnal Law {.ﬂrrrerdmerlr} Ak,

?f]H parl.cularly EEE';IDJ'I ;Eﬁﬁ i'-ﬂr r'-.{'aph::fe canlended
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Ehsa,retiran I:cr hﬂ!d pralrmirary :nqmr;.- |f t11~.:t"e i
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e

i Ergyrmal'rnm
20y in case Hegﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ re!al:'rng o Fme icali nesligence

on the pqﬁ? th& d-.:durs it 15 pmnl:ed out hy*ﬁﬁwmg oliT.

mrrr. of this Cau“_@ iz,

r;r'-

,.._|l|-

&)

;}F;ﬁh- 2l should be pmqﬂﬂ‘ﬁ-u

-

e' - tn:;:-mudh:alp

m%hir? an the basis of the¥a [1aaas

Rl
pointing out VarioLs decisions . Mr, Naphade e 24
';J._,_‘[r ?(: p f=ln (2

thal in appropriate; ga i‘ _.'e EE proper for & 1 e
aflicer, an r&clﬂ[it o7 3 Eﬁmpfa Iﬁt c:tf 8 cognlzabis o @
tn sotisiy hirmalf that at |t:=:l';u. .L:rrrrra facie  allega: s
levetied against tha -:.cr;r;ed i] thes th.n]'w]l}l:a-nt A ren e
He also contended that no single provision of o statute o

be read and lnterproted n isolation, but the statre 1wt

.-

be read as a whale.  Accordingly, he prayed 1@ he

provisions of Sections 41, 57, 156, 157, 159, . 0,
200 ared 202 of the Code must be read togelher -+ -
piintée add that E-E'E;'.l_.ﬂ-".ﬁ 15#[3} of e Uade el i,
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-

..:._":.._ F"I"'ir-_:-‘ -"- af :ﬁ =
gdtions in the complaini Ey' -
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 tha y avaﬂahl&

L‘n; Lhe ﬂfﬁucr'inrmarya of the '=|:+l!1:=E qfn‘-lm th Eﬂﬂr'r:rdi.h

the. r_:uher pelice uFiﬁer for Lhe purpose of getting his.
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higher oil L :
i1l ce*_:;_ w45}:#‘13 hEpn:fw é;rn‘mgan"-'m
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i i
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dr,pr:}ﬂSE{f i tha: tnmplaint il ke hos doubts dbDUl the

— &

veracity of the cwmjatarnu. He foSﬂ pointed ouf lnar_ the

" word “shall" used in @Lh-:: statute doe ot always _m-rr:m

Iat:s__&nr:e_ ol :m-‘_ir_-_' diseretion In the mattsr Far the s3id
preposition, he atse Righlightadg fhat ﬁﬂ-: Court kas

preferred She rile of purposive. EH!'E‘I‘j:IF'"’rnHﬂ-h 0 Ehe rule of
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-5*ra qﬁﬂﬂckﬁﬁt fhrmula'- HH

- ltert 1r1temrel:at[ﬁn far mmh F1s I"err_[j G Cﬁahnan_ i
&7 Zard &r Mmmg Examinstion and {'#Fef Fispees or oF
Mines Eﬂd ‘Another us. Ramjae {‘BF 1) 2'5CC 756, Latit

Mﬂhan. Pandﬂjf '-'F.'i FI'HH"EIHQ{I lEE’D‘-‘l} & SCC ﬂHE
ik :'h'h-

Prativa B’uggir r‘ﬂupaﬁ'ﬂm Heb%ﬁgmat E;Eﬁtﬂ

4 .5CR 69, ’%efﬂuth-:r pointed out that it I"rrn}n;:asm,p o

il e .'r wmiuny I:tI' 20
(EL rﬁg#ﬁ' "i

h

'snmmﬁeﬂﬁﬂ as regarﬂ_g.- __'_ "a't:atuan Or Nor-resis ﬂmtmn

T —

T e —— T T

r.:Jﬂlarra:r Fmr'n hﬁ!tfmq, =uch @ umlmm ;Jr'j M, tha

procedurs waould thn—ln sUffer Frr:rn thie vice ufam iy iogs
&ruldnraasanablenev Thus: ke sanclitead bz = - e
By pleading that Soclion-1sa f'rf= the Code. ;v ke
initespriated in the light of Articie 21 - |

21) Ms. Vibha Datte Makbuja, learney gsplic o 2

appesring foo the Stale of Madhya Pradesh sutivie, 4 o

-
-

ﬂi,?.pmycd for 'm of

1‘14 n— rhe r*g:-r_t%rn &

' :‘:f&fﬁ Finally, he pnhflf;e' Styat the_r'équfr}?.%mﬁr ;
.ﬁn:rﬂe 21 [5 that the prﬂtﬂﬂ;ﬂé should be fali o0 just,
‘Aczordipg o th, If Aﬁeﬁ@f] rﬂc,&r has r_h:ur s intha
malier, it s impmafbm igfﬁe *Jh:{ulri heve ‘r:hn H ian
gl holding a nrellmur:-ary inquiry i the mattc: - -_-u'_-.-hi%



a plnin reamngr gf SEIT.'J:[EIT 15& anri bibet JEFEIVETEIHE ofthe e
Cl::ie 5hnwh. thaL it l'ﬂ-iﬂ'" nut be m:mdn tbf}' hul: iE
.anﬁn!ute}y abligtitory an trw.- parl. af e police ﬂﬁicer to -

register an: i‘-‘IH 'prinr. 'I_'-r.a dng u%ﬁt"*n"* ar ::undm;l:mg Tt

an-‘.*ﬂtqu:iﬂun.. Fqutﬁ ﬁ@‘@!&nn ﬂﬁﬁn ca. g,:@hé further

;mmt-:ﬂ£ %Lu:m of @n

nr‘enee
:wl*,ﬁiqgr u;ai ur ri _
mqlnﬁlned at I'he b6 st
:qnmtmt I‘EHLHEH:_'_f:' .,:
| investigative steps are. o
framswiik of t.r.é.cagr'ﬁ';f'" ' _
within the window of. w?flfg;ﬁg diarret-hn ‘granted strictly
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'-"J‘Hﬂl'l.tj' and e bdhﬁluﬂt& th#ﬂﬁf !'J'!Ih—" b apbareil §n &
dizry ta be kepl By surh gificer, in such form Js ghigil be
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Z0f attempled Is tempid —parmanenty mantallyhee,
ysica abled hejinformation skall He 9

o feconied by 3 police 'officer s

= ".*-'fgmm.ﬁéah"ng' ke roport syrhie

((F Blace of such person's chiaing
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persan recorded. by’ p-ltdicialtMa islile inder clayse
7)) of sub-tecbor.i3Al of Striidn” 168 2t soon os

’ ey

pdsible]

(inzerted by Section 13 of The Criminal Law
iAmendmient) Act; Eul;a-w.g.f_._uafz.mu;

IR e i P T
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