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Para.11 The above discussion leads me to the conclusion that cognizance taken by the
learned Magistrate of offences punishable under Secs.184 and 185 of the code on a
chargesheet submitted by the police officer after an investigation in violation of
Sec.155(2) of the code is illegal and for reasons I have stated, the said chargesheet
cannot also be deemed to be complainant as defined under Sec.2(d) of the Code.
Cognizance taken being illegal to be quashed.
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