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1. GFDNFZ  0L:8=LS8  SM8"4  VDNFJFNs~Z,fwJFZF  VF5[,  VFN[X  VG];FZ  VFHZMH  G[XG,

,MSvVNF,TDF\ :5[XLI, ;L8L\U IMH[, K[P H[DF\4 CF,GF S[;GM VeIF; SZTF\ H6F. VFJ[ K[ S[4 VF

SFD[ VFZM5L p5Z DM8Z JCLS, V[S8GL S,Dv!(5 VgJI[GF U]GFGM VF1F[5 K[P 

2. DM8Z JCLS, V[S8 V[ :5[XI, V[S8 K[ VG[ ;NZC]\ SFINFDF\ DM8Z JCLS, V[S8GL S,Dv!(5

D]HAGM U]GM SMuGLh[A, U]GM K[ S[ GMG SMuGLh[A, T[ NXF"J[, GYLP VFYL4 ;LPVFZP5LP;LP X[0I],vZ

wIFG[ ,[JFG]\  ZC[ K[P ;LPVFZP5LP;LP X[0I],vZ D]HA H[ U]GM +6 JQF"YL VMKL S[NGL ;HFG[ 5F+ CMI

VYJF DF+ N\0GL ;HFG[ 5F+ U]GM CMI TM VFJM U]GM GMG SMuGLh[A, U]GM U6FI K[P

3. CJ[4 DM8Z JCLS, V[S8GL S,D !(5 GM VeIF; SZJM H~ZL K[P G[ GLR[ D]HA K[P 
185.  Driving by a drunken person or by a person under the infuence of drugs .
–Whoever , while driving , or attempting to drive , a motor vehicle -
( a ) has , in his blood , alcohol exceeding 30 mg . Per 100 ml . of blood detected in a
test by a breath analyzer , or ]
( b ) is under the influence of a drug to such an extent as to be incapable of exercising
proper  control  over  the  vehicle  .  shall  be  punishable  for  the  first  offense  with
imprisonment for a term which may  extend to six months , or with fine which may extend
to two thousand rupees ,  or with  both ;  and for a  second or subsequent offense ,  if
committed within three years of the commission of the previous similar offense , with
imprisonment for a term which may extend to two year , or with fne which may extend to
three thousand rupees , or with both . Explanation – For the purposes of this section , the
drug or drugs specified by the Central Government in this behalf, by notification in the
Official  Gazette  ,  shall  be  deemed to  render a  person incapable  of  exercising  proper
control over a motor vehicle .

VFD4 p5ZMST SFINFSLI HMUJF. wIFG[  ,[TF\4  V[DPJLP  V[S8GL S,Dv!(5 GF E\U AN,

5C[,F  U]GF  DF8[  K  DF;GL  VG[  5|YD  U]GM  SIF"YL  +6  JQF"GL  V\NZ  ALHF  U]GM  SZJFDF\  VFJ[  TM

A[ JQF" ;]WLGL S[NGL ;HF VYJF N\0 VYJF A\G[GL lX1FFGL HMUJF. SZJFDF\ VFJ[, K[P VFYL4 V[DPJLP

V[S8GL S,Dv  !(5 GL p5ZMST HMUJF. wIFG[ ,[TF\4 ;NZC]\ U]GM ;LPVFZP5LP;LP X[0I], vZ D]HA

GMGvSMuGLh[A, U]GM K[P 

4. p5SMZT D]HAGL CSLSTM VG[ SFINFSLI HMUJF. wIFG[ ,LWF AFN VF TASS[4 GLR[ D]HAGF

R]SFNFVM 56 wIFG[ ,[JF\ H~ZL K[P 
1. Keshav Lal Thakur V / s . State of Bihar (1996 (11) SCC 557).
The offense under Section 31 of the the Representation of the People Act , 1950 is non -
cognizable and therefore the police could not have registered a case for such an offense
under  Section  154  Criminal  Procedure  Code  .  Of  course  ,  the  police  is  entitled  to
investigate  into  a  non  -  cognizable  offense  pursuant  to  an  order  of  a  competent
Magistrate under Section 155(2)  Criminal  Procedure  Code but ,  admittedly ,  no such
order was passed in the instant case . That necessarily means , that neither the police
could investigate into the offense in question nor submit a report on which the question
of taking cognizance could have arisen . While on this point , it may be mentioned that in
view  of  the  Explanation  to  Section  2(  d  )  Criminal  Procedure  Code  ,  which  defines  '
complaint ', the police is entitled to submit , after investigation , a report relating to a non
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- cognizable offense in which case such a report is to be treated as a ' complaint ' of the
police officer concerned , but that explanation will not be available to the prosecution
here as that relates to a case where the police initiates investigation into a cognizable
offense unlike the present one but ultimately fnds that only a non - cognizable offense
has been made out .

2. P . Kunhumuhammed Versus State Of Kerala , 1981 KerLT 50, KERALA HIGH COURT
A consideration of the judicial precedents referred to above in the light of the changes
made in the new Code , would suggest the following propositions as being applicable
under
the new Code . 
(1) Section 155(2) of the new Code prohibits investigation by a police officer into a non -
cognizable offense without the order of a Magistrate . A violation of this provision would
stamp the investigation with illegality . 
(2) This defect in the investigation can be obviated and prejudice to the accused avoided
by the Magistrate ordering investigation under Section 202 of the Code . 
(3) The report of a police officer following an investigation contrary to Section 155(2)
could be treated as a complaint under Section 2( d ) and Section 190 (1)( a ) of the Code if
at the commencement of the investigation the police officer is led to believe that the
case  involved  commission  of  a  cognizable  offense  or  if  there  is  doubt  about  it  and
investigation establishes only commission of a non - cognizable offense. 
(4) If at the commencement of the investigation it is apparent that the case involved only
commission of a non - cognizable offense , the report followed by investigation cannot be
treated as a complaint under Section 2 ( h ) or Section 190(1)( a ) of the Code . 
(5) Whenever a report of a police officer relating to a non - cognizable offense is brought
to the notice of a Magistrate he has to look into the matter and apply his judicial mind and
find out whether ,  ( a ) it is a case where reinvestigation has to be ordered under Section
202 of the Code , or ( b ) whether it could be treated as a complaint under Section 2( h )
and Sec . 190(1)( a ) of the Code and if so cognizance could be taken , ( c ) or whether it is
case where the report cannot be treated as a complaint under Section 2( h ) and Section
190(1)(  a  )  of  the  Code  or  ,  (  d  )  it  is  a  ft  case  for  taking  cognizance  taking  into
consideration all the attendant circumstances . 
(6) If these aspects are not brought to the notice of or adverted to by the Magistrate at
that stage and trial is concluded , the trial cannot be said to be vitiated on account of the
defect as the defect in the investigation precedent to trial could be cured by Section 465
of the new Code , unless failure of justice been occasioned thereby . 

3. Delhi High Court in Narain Singh V / s . The State (1986 (1) Crimes 535 at page 537)
Hon ’ ble Delhi High Court held that ,  an offense under any law other than the Indian
Penal Code would be non - cognizable in character if it is punishable with imprisonment
for less than three years or with fne only . offenses under Secs .184 and 185 of the Act
must come under the third category of cases mentioned in Part II of the First Schedule of
the Code , i . e . punishable with imprisonment for less than three years and hence non -
cognizable and bailable in character .

4. Mehaboob Koya Moideen Versus State , 2011 (2) KerLJ 574 
ISSUE
Whether the Magistrate could take cognizance of offenses punishable under Secs .184
and 185 of the Act on a police report following an investigation conducted in violation of
Sec . 155(2) of the Code - Sub - sec .( l ) of Sec .155 of the Code deals with information
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regarding commission of a non - cognizable offense given to an of - fcer - in - charge of a
police station . Sub - sec . (2) says that no police officer shall investigate a non - cognizable
case without the order of a Magistrate having power to try or commit for trial such case .
An investigation conducted in violation of the said provision stamps such investigation
with illegality ? 
( Para 11.) The above discussion leads me to the conclusion that cognizance taken by the
learned Magistrate of offenses punishable under Secs . 184 and 185 of the Code  on a
charge sheet 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 charge sheet cannot
also be deemed to be a complaint as defined under Sec .2( d ) of the Code . Cognizance
taken being illegal is liable to be quashed .
( Para 12.) But that cannot be the end of the matter so far as this case is concerned .
Learned Magistrate has to return the charge sheet and connected records . The police
officer  ,  as  indicated  in  paragraph  10  above  may  subject  to  the  relevant  laws  seek
Magistrate to conduct permission of the learned investigation under Sec . 155(2) of the
Code and on receiving such permission register a case , conduct investigation as provided
under sub - sec . (3) of Sec .155 and submit a final report as provided under Sec . 173(2) of
the Code or if he is so advised , file a complaint on his own as provided under Sec . 190( l )(
a ) and 200 of the Code in which case it is within the power of the Magistrate to order an
investigation and call for a report under Sec .202 of the Code . This would be subject to
the provisions of the law relating to limitation , etc . The complaint would proceed as if it
is a complaint fled by a
public servant acting or purporting to act in the discharge of his ofcial duty .

6. Rishbud and Anr . V / s . State of Delhi ( AIR 1955 SC196) and Kunhumuhammed V /
s . State of Kerala (1981 KLT 50) : (1981 Cri LJ 356 ( Ker )).
In the present case , the police officer notwithstanding that offenses under Secs . 184 and
185 of the Act are non -cognizable in character has proceeded to register a case as if the
said offenses are cognizable in character  .  Recording of frst  information relating to a
cognizable  offense  is  regulated  by  Sec  .154  of  the  Code  .  The  expression  '  First
Information Report ' must be understood to mean an information recorded under Sec .
154 of the Code and the condition which is a sine qua non for recording First Information
is that the information received must relate to the commission of a cognizable offense . In
the present case the report of the police officer only disclosed anon - cognizable offense
and hence a First Information Report could not have been registered under Sec .154 of
the Code. Instead , after recording substance of the non - cognizable offense in the book
maintained  in  the  police  station  for  the  purpose  ,  the  police  officer  should  have
submitted a report to the
Magistrate having power to try the case and obtained an order for investigation of the
case . On receiving such order ,such police officer could by virtue of sub - sec .(3) of Sec .
155 of the Code exercise the same powers in respect of investigation ( except the power
to arrest without warrant ) as an officer - in - charge of a police station may exercise in a
cognizable Information case . Report Thereon under he could Sec .154 of register the a
First Code and investigate the case as in a case involving cognizable offense and submit a
final report under Sec . 173(2) of the Code in respect of the non - cognizable offenses .
Thus , the
police  officer  in  this  case  could  have  registered  a  First  Information  Report  and
investigated the case relating to the offenses punishable under Secs . 184 and / or 185 of
the Act only with the order of a Magistrate having power to try the case . Since no such
order  is  obtained  ,  registering  of  the  First  Information  Report  ,  conducting
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investigation  ,  fling  of  charge  -  sheet  cognizance  by  the  learned  and  the  taking
Magistrate ( of offenses under Secs . 184 and 185 of the Act ) are illegal . 

5. VFD4  p5ZMST  R]SFNFVM  ,1FDF\  ,[TF\4  DM8Z  jCLS,  V[S8GL  S,Dv!(5  D]HAGM  U]GM

GMGvSMuGLh[A, U]GM K[ T[YL 5M,L; ;LPVFZP5LP;LP GL S,D v!55sZf D]HAGL 5ZJFGUL D[/jIF

l;JFI VFZM5L lJZ]wW RFH"XL8 SZL XS[ GCL VG[ 5M,L; wJFZF ;LPVFZP5LP;LP GL S,D v!55sZf G]\

p<,\WGqE\U  SZLG[  VFZM5L  lJZ]wW  DM8Z  jCLS,  V[S8GL  S,Dv !(5  D]HAG]\  RFH"XL8  SZ[,  CMI

VG[ T[JL RFH"XL8 VFWFZ[  lJP D[HL:8=[8zL wJFZF SMuGLhg; ,[JFDF\  VFJ[, CMI TM T[ U[ZSFIN[;Z K[P

JW]DF\4 5M,L; wJFZF ;LPVFZP5LP;LP GL S,D v !55sZf G]\ p<,\WG qE\U SZLG[ VFZM5L lJZ]wW DM8Z

jCLS, V[S8GL S,Dv!(5 D]HAG]\  RFH"XL8 SZ[, CMI TM T[J]\'  RFH"XL8 V[  ;LPVFZP5LP;LP GL S,D

vZs0LfDF\  OZLIFNGL H[  jIFbIF VF5[, K[  T[  D]HAGL OZLIFN U6L XSFI GCLP  VFD 4 VF 5|SFZGF

lS:;FDF\ 5M,L;[q T5F; SZGFZ VD,NFZ wJFZF V[OPVF.PVFZP GF VFWFZ[ ;LPVFZP5LP;LP GL S,Dv

!55sZf  G]\  p<,\WG  q  E\U  SZLG[  RFH"XL8  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,  CMI  TM  T[  SFI"JFCL  XZ]VFTYL  ;DU|

56[ N]lQFT YI[,L U6FI VG[ VNF,T VFJL N]lQFT SFI"JFCL VgJI[ VFZM5LG[ TS;LZJFG 9ZFJL XSFI

GCLP VFYL4 p5ZMST R]SFNFVMDF\ 5|:YFl5T YI[, l;wWF\T CFY p5ZGF S[;GF lS:;FDF\ 56 ,FU] 50L

XS[ K[P CFY p5ZGF S[;GF lS:;FDF\ VFZM5L lJZ]wW V[DPJLP V[S8GL S,Dv!(5 ;AAGM VF1F[5 K[ VG[

5M,L;[ qT5F; SZGFZ VD,NFZ[ V[OPVF.PVFZP VgJI[ ;LPVFZP5LP;LP GL S,Dv!55sZf G]\ p<,\WG

qE\U SZLG[  VFZM5L lJZ]wW DM8Z JCLS, V[S8GL S,D v!(5 D]HAG]\  RFH"XL8 SZ[, K[P H[YL4 CFY

p5ZGF S[;GF lS:;FGL ;DU| SFI"JFCL p5ZMST SZJFDF\ VFJ[,L RRF" VG];FZ N]lQFT K[P H[YL4 CF,GF

S[;GF VFZM5L lJZ]wW >g;FOL SFI"JFCL SZJF BFTZ G SZTF\ VF S[;GL SFI"JFCL VCL\ V8SFJL N[JFG]\ IMuI

VG[ jIFHAL H6FI K[P H[YL gIFIGF lCTDF\ GLR[ D]HAGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

vooC]SDoov

!P CF,GF S[;GL SFI"JFCL lS|DLG, 5|M;LHZ SM0GL S,DvZ5( D]HA A\W SZJFGM q50TL D]SJFGM

C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[ VG[ VF SFDGF VFZM5LG[ VF1F[l5T U]GFDF\YL D]ST SZJFGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

ZP    ;NZ SFD[ HM SM. D]NFDF, CMI VG[ T[ V\U[ HM SM. JRUF/FGM C]SD YI[, CMI TM T[ V5L, ;DI

JLtI[  SFID SZJFDF\  VFJ[  K[  T[DH HM  SM. C]SD YI[, G CMI TM  T[  D]NFDF,GM  V5L, ;DI AFN

WFZFvWMZ6;Z lGSF, SZJFGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P 

;NZC]\ C]SD VFHZMH TFZLB o !Z4 DFC[ o DFR" 4 ;G[ Z_ZZ GF ZMH ,MS VNF,TGF  :5[P ;L8L\UDF\

HFC[Z SIM"P

TFP!Zq_#qZ_ZZ

VDNFJFNP

         slDT[QFR\N= lJGMNS]DFZ 58[,f
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