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;FJ,LGF D[P HI]0LP D[HLP  O:8"  S,F;  ;FC[AGL SM8"DF\4    D]P ;FJ,LP

OMHNFZL S[; G\AZv ZZ&5                          JQF"v Z_ZZ         

VF\Sov_! VgJI[ C]SD

R[ZD[GzL ,LU, ;lJ"; SLD8L4  ડડિસ્ટટ ટ્રીક્ટ કકોટર 4  વડિકોદરર wJFZF  VFHZMH :5[xI, D[HL:8=LI, 

;L\8LUG\] VFIMHG SZJFDF\ VFJ[, K[ H[DF\ VF S[; CFY p5Z ,[JFDF\ VFJ[, K[P

s!f;F\E?IF4 S[; 5[5;"  wIFG[  ,LWF4 T5F; SZGFZ VD,NFZ wJFZF  T5F;GF V\T[  VFZM5L 

lJZ]wW  DM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL S,Dv!(5 D]HAGF U]gCFG]\ RFH"XL8 ZH] SZ[, K[P 

sZf;LPVFZP5LP;L S,Dv$ D]HA EFZTGF OMHNFZL VlWlGID VG[ ALHF SFINF VgJI[GF 

U]GFVMGL .g;FOL SFI"JFCL AFAT[  H6FJJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P S,Dv$sZf D]HA ALHF SM. SFINF 

VgJI[GF TDFD U]GFVMGL  5M,L; T5F;4 T5F;4.g;FOL SFI"JFCL VG[ VgI SFI"JFCL HM 

ALHF SFINFDF\ HMUJF. SZJFDF\ VFJ[, CMI TM T[ D]HA VgIYF ;LPVFZP5LP;LGL HMUJF.VM 

VG];ZJFGL ZC[ K[P 

vDM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL S,Dv!(5 GF U]GFGF E\U AN, SZJFDF VFJ[, ;HFGL HMUJF. 

wIFG[ ,[TF

5|YD U]\GF DF8[ K DF; ;]WLGL ;HF VYJF N; CHFZ ~l5IFGM N\0 VYJF A\gG[4 ALHF VG[  

tIFZ 5KLGF U]\GF AN, A[ JQF" ;]WLGL ;HF VYJF 5\NZ CHFZ ~l5IFGM N\0 VYJF A\G[ V[JL 

;HFGL HMUJF. SZJFDF\ VFJ[, K[P 

vDM8Z jCLS, VlWlGIDGL S,Dv!(5 SMuGLh[A, K[ S[ GMGvSMuGLh[A, K[ T[ V\U[ SM. 

:5Q8 HMUJF. VF VlWlGIDDF\   SZJFDF\  VFJ[, GYL VFYL ;LPVFZP5LP;L S,Dv$ VG[ 

S,Dv5 DF\  SZJFDF  VFJ[,L  HMUJF.  D]HA ;LPVFZP5LP;L  X[0I],v! GF  EFUvZ4  S|DF\S 

G\AZv# DF\ SZJFDF\ VFJ[, HMUJF. D]HA H[ U]GFDF\ +6 JQF"YL VMKL D]N'TGL S[NGL VYJF 

DF+ N\0GL lX1FFG[ 5F+ U]GM CMITMT[ GMGvSMuGLh[A, U]GM U6FI K[P 

v DM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL S,DvZ_Z DF\ JM\Zg8 JUZ WZ5S0 AFAT[ VF5JFDF\ VFJ[, ;tTFP 

Section :- 202  Power to arrest without warrant. 

(1)  A police  officer  in  uniform may  arrest  without  warrant  any  person  who  in  his 

presence commits an offence punishable under section 184 or section 185 or section 197.

Provided that any person so arrested in  connection with an offence punishable  under 
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section 185 shall, within two hours of his arrest, be subjected to a medical examination 

referred to in sections 203 and 204 by a registered medical practitioner failing which he 

shall be released from custody. 

[(2)  A police  officer  in  uniform may  arrest  without  warrant  any  person,  who  has 

committed an offence under this Act, if such person refuses to give his name and 

address]. 

(3) A police officer arresting without warrant the driver of a motor vehicle 

shall if the circumstances so require take or cause to be taken any steps he 

may consider proper for the temporary disposal of the vehicle.

s#fDM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL S,DvZ_Z DF\ 5M,L; VMlO;ZG[ JM\Zg8 JUZ WZ5S0 SZJFGL ;tTF 

VF5JFDF\ VFJ[,K[ V[S DF+ VFJL WZ5S0 SZJFGL ;tTF CMJF DF+YL VF U]GM SMuGLh[A, 

U6FI m  D[HL:8=[8 5M,L; RFH"XL8GF VFWFZ[ SMuGLhG; ,. XS[  m  5M,L;[ SZ[, RFH"XL8G[ 

OZLIFN TZLS[ U6L XSFI m  VF D]N'FVM AFAT[ GFDNFZ J0L VNF,TMV[ DM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL 

S,Dv!(54 Z_Z VG[ Z_# GF ;LWF 5lZ5[1FDF\ p5l:YT YI[,F D]N'FVMGL lJUTJFZ RRF" SZL 

SZJFD\F VFJ[, gIFILS VJ,MSGM  VF TaAS S[; ,M[ Z[OZg; TZLS[ ,.V[ TMPPPPP 

In the case of Mehaboob Koya Moideen v. The State, 2011 CRI. L. J. 2795, Hon’ble Kerala High 

Court has clearly  observed in Para 6, 7,8 & 9 that, “...Secs.202 and 203 of the Act do not give 

uncontrolled power to the police officer to arrest a person who has committed offences punishable 

under Secs.184, 185 or 197 of the Act.  Under Sec.202, the power to arrest  without  warrant  is  

available only if the offence is committed in the presence of the police officer (and not otherwise).  

Under the proviso to Sec.202, the person arrested in connection with an offence under Sec.185 of 

the Act shall, within two hours be subjected to a medical examination referred in Secs.203 and 204 

of  the  Act  by  a  registered  medical  practitioner  "failing  which  he  shall  be  released  from 

custody".Under sub-sec.(2) of Sec.202 a police officer could arrest without warrant any person 

who has committed an offence under the Act only "if such person refuses to give his name and  

address". Under Sec.203(3) of the Act  arrest without warrant is permitted only if the breath test 

indicates the presence of alcohol in that person's blood and except when such person is at a hospital  

as an indoor patient. In Public Prosecutor v. A.V Ramiah (1958 Cri LJ 737) a Division Bench of the 

Madras High Court, dealing with the offence under Sec.12 of the Madras Gaming Act held that the  

offence is not cognizable in character  as the said Act did not confer unrestricted power of arrest 

without a warrant in a police officer, but only a limited power to arrest if the offence is committed 

in his view. A similar  view was taken by the Calcutta High Court  in State of West  Bengal  v.  

Joginder Mallic (1979 Cri LJ 539) regarding offence under Sec.33A of Calcutta Suburban Police 

Act (2 of 1866).  The limited power to arrest without warrant a person who in the presence of a 
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police officer in uniform commits an offence under Secs.184, 185 or 197 of the Act or a person 

who has committed an offence under the Act but refuses to give his name and address or a person  

who on a breath test is found to have alcohol in his blood is conferred on the police officer since it 

is ridiculous to think that in such contingencies the police officer should rush to the Magistrate and 

obtain a warrant for the arrest of such person. But after the exercise of power for such arrest and 

causing medical examination etc., of the person arrested, he has to proceed as in the case of a non-

cognizable offence.  The limited power for arrest does not make the offences under Secs.184 and 

185 of the Act cognizable in character so far as the Act does not declare so and so far as the  

maximum imprisonment that could be awarded for the said offences continues to be less than three  

years as mentioned in category 3 of Part II of the First Schedule of the Code....”

Para 7  “...Section 42 of the Code also empowers a police officer in certain circumstances to arrest  

a person accused of commission of a non-cognizable offence. Under the said provision, when any 

person who, in the presence of a police officer, has committed or has been accused of committing a 

non-cognizable offence refuses, on demand of such officer to give his name and residence or gives 

a name or residence which such officer has reason to believe to be false, he may be arrested by 

such officer "in order that his name or residence may be ascertained". Sub-sec.(2) of Sec.42 says 

that when the true name and residence of such person have been ascertained, he shall be released  

on his executing a bond with or without sureties,  to appear before a Magistrate if so required.  

Sec.42 of the Code also makes it clear that the power to arrest without warrant a person accused of  

commission of non-cognizable offence is  for certain purposes and in certain contingencies.The 

police officer arresting such person is bound to release him under Sec.436(1) of the Code if he is  

prepared to give bail. Thus, notwithstanding that Sec.42 of the Code or Secs.202 and 203 of the Act 

empowers a police officer in the circumstances stated therein to arrest without warrant any person 

who has committed the offences mentioned therein and in the circumstances stated in Secs.202 and 

203 of the Act,  such offences continue to be non-cognizable in character.  So viewed,  offences  

punishable under Secs.184 and 185 of the Act are to be held as non-cognizable in character.” 

Para 8  “...whether the Magistrate could take cognizance of offences 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.(1) of Sec.155 of the Code deals with information regarding 

commission of a non-cognizable offence given to an officer-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 (Rishbud and Anr. v. State 

of Delhi (AIR 1955 SC 196) and  Kunhumuhammed v.  State of Kerala (1981 KLT 50).  In the 

present case, the police officer notwithstanding that offences under Secs.184 and 185 of the Act are  

non-cognizable in character has proceeded to register a case as if the said offences are cognizable  

in character. Recording of first information relating to a cognizable offence is regulated by Sec.154 

of the Code. The expression 'First Information Report' must be understood to mean an information 
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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 

offence.In the present case the report of the police officer only disclosed a non-cognizable offence 

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 offence 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 case. Thereon he could register a First  

Information Report  under Sec.154 of the Code and investigate the case as in a case involving 

cognizable offence and submit a final report under Sec.173(2) of the Code in respect of the non-

cognizable offences. Thus, the police officer in this case could have registered a First Information 

Report and investigated the case relating to the offences 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 the investigation, filing of charge- 

sheet and taking cognizance by the learned Magistrate (of offences under Secs.184 and 185 of the  

Act) are illegal.

Para 9. “...what procedure the Magistrate has to follow when a charge-sheet is submitted alleging 

commission of offences punishable under Secs.184 and/or 185 of the Act after an investigation is 

conducted in violation of Sec.155(2) of the Code. Useful reference can be made to the decision of  

this  Court  in  Kunhumuhammed v.  State  of  Kerala,  (1981 Cri  LJ  356 (Ker).(supra).  There,  an 

analysis  of  the  provision  of  the  old  Code  and  new  Code  as  regards  investigation  into  non-

cognizable offence without permission of the Magistrate who is empowered to try or commit for 

trial the case and its consequence is elaborately discussed with reference to various decisions on the  

point. Learned Judge observed that only minor changes are introduced in the new Code. A report  

submitted  by  a  police  officer  under  Sec.173(2)  of  the  Code  cannot  always  be  treated  as  a 

'complaint' as defined under Sec. 2(d) of the new Code. The change is that so far as the new Code  

is concerned an explanation has been added to Sec.2(d) that a report made by a police officer in a  

case which discloses after investigation commission a of non-cognizable offence shall be deemed 

to be a 'complaint'  and the police officer who submitted such report shall be deemed to be the 

complainant. Learned Judge held that the explanation (to Sec.2(d) of the Code) takes within its  

scope only cases where at the beginning of the investigation of which commission of a cognizable 

offence is  alleged or  disclosed or,  where  it  is  doubtful  whether  it  relates  to  commission of  a  

cognizable  or  non-cognizable  offence  and  investigation  disclosed  commission  of  only  a  non-

cognizable offence. Then, in view of the explanation to Sec.2(d) of the Code the report of the  

police officer could be deemed to be a 'complaint' and the police officer who submitted the report 

could be deemed to be a 'complainant'. But the said explanation has no application to a case where  
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a  non-cognizable  offence  alone  is  alleged  or  disclosed  even  at  the  commencement  of  the 

investigation....”  and  held  that,  In  the  present  case  the  police  officer  has  registered  the  First  

Information Report and started investigation with the knowledge that only non-cognizable offences 

are disclosed. Hence, the charge-sheet submitted by the police, could not be treated as a 'complaint' 

as defined under Sec.2(d) of the Code.

Than  Hon’ble  Court  has  very  clearly  observed  that,  Cognizance  taken  by  the  learned 

Magistrate of offences 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.” 

same view has been taken by Hon’ble Bombay High Court in the case of Sandeep Indravadan 

Sagar v. State of Maharashtra and Ors 2013 CrLJ1147.

In the case of Sagimon alias Prakash v. State of Kerala , 2014 CrLJ 4657.  Wherein Hon’ble 

Kerala Court has observed that, Of course, it is true that Section 202 of the Motor Vehicles Act  

provides  that  a  police  officer  in  uniform may  arrest  without  warrant,  any  person  who  in  his 

presence commits an offence punishable under Section 184 or Section 185 or Section 197 of the 

Motor Vehicles Act. This does not mean that the offence is made cognizable. This is only a special 

power given to arrest, but the offence as such is not made cognizable.  When the offence is not 

cognizable, the police officer is not empowered to register FIR under Section 154 of Cr.P.C. He 

will have to follow the procedure prescribed under Section 155 of Cr.P.C. Section 155 (2) Cr.P.C. 

contains a prohibition that  no police officer shall  investigate a non-cognizable case without  an 

order of the Magistrate having power to try such case or commit the case for trial. But here no such  

permission or order was obtained by the Sub- Inspector of Police before registering FIR or before 

proceeding for investigation. Therefore, the whole prosecution in this case is unauthorised and 

illegal. Without complying with the necessary procedure prescribed under Section 155(2) of Cr.P.C, 

the Sub-Inspector of Police straight away registered FIR in this case. Without obtaining permission 

or orders he conducted investigation and submitted final report, as is done in a case of cognizable  

offence. No doubt the whole procedure is illegal.The conviction and sentence under Section 185 of  

the M.V. Act will stand set aside. The bail bond executed by him will stand discharged.

In the case of Porinchu.T.K vs The State Of Kerala Crl.Mc.No. 1082 of 2011 decided  on 8 

April, 2011, Wherein Hon’ble Court has observed that, Under Secs.184 and 185 of the Act (non-

cognizable  in  character)  were  committed  in  which  case  he  could  have  registered  the  case,  

investigated and submited a final report only on getting permission from the Magistrate having 

jurisdiction to try the case as provided under Sec.155(2) of the Code.Since that provision has not 

been complied, registration of the case, investigation and submission of final report are not legal. It 

follows that cognizance taken by the Magistrate on the said final report is also illegal.

In the case of Rani Shashank Doshi v. State of Maha-rashtra and others  (Division  Bench)
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(2014) 1 Bomcr(Cri) 339, Wherein Hon’ble Court has observed that, “......In any event, the offence 

cannot be said to be cognizable only because a power is conferred to arrest any person committing  

such offence, without warrant. It is apparent that a person arrested in connection with an offence  

punishable under Section 185 of the M.V. Act has to be subjected to a medical examination referred 

to in Sections 203 and 204 by a registered medical practitioner. The Breath Test has to be carried  

out so as to ascertain whether there was presence of alcohol in his body or a person was under the 

influence of a drug. Therefore, this is not an absolute power to arrest without warrant, but subject to 

the conditions specified in law and there are inbuilt safeguards and protection so that a person is  

not  deprived of his life and liberty.  In these circumstances merely because the power to arrest  

without  warrant  is  conferred  in  a  police  officer  in  uniform does  not  mean that  the  offence is 

cognizable  and finally  held  An offence punishable  under  Section 185 of  the  M.V.  Act  is  not 

cognizable.Moreover, In the case of Public Prosecutor v. A.V. Ramiah (1958 Cri. M.C.No. 702 of 

2011), the State of West Bengal v. Joginder Mallic (1979 Cri LJ 539),Narain Singh V. The State 

1986(1) (Crimes)535, wherein Hon’ble Court has held that, “... a limited power to arrest without a  

warrant given to a police officer in uniform did not make the offences punishable under Sections 

184 and 185 of the M.V. Act, cognizable and held that, the offence punishable u/S. 185 of the M.V. 

Act is 'non-cognizable'.”  VF S[;v,MDF\  GFDNFZ J0LvVNF,TMV[ DM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL S,D 

v!(54Z_Z  VG[  Z_#  GF  ;LWF  5lZ5[1FDF\  lJUTJFZ  RRF"  SZL  :5Q8ZLT[  V[JF  gIFILS 

VJ,MSGM  SZ[,  K[  S[4  DM8Z  jCLS, V[S8GL  S,DvZ_Z DF\  5M,L;G[  JM\Zg8  JUZ WZ5S0 

SZJFGL  ;tTF A[ XZTM p5Z VFWFZLTK[s!f 5M,L; VMOL;Z I]GLOMDDF\  CMJM HM.V[ VG[ 

WZ5S0GF  A[  S,FSDF\  ZHL:8Z  D[0LS,  5|[S8LXGZ  5F;[  T[G[  ZH]  SZJM  OZHLIFT  K[sZf 

I]GLOMD"DF  ;HH 5M,L; VMOL;ZGL CFHZLDF\ VF VlWlGID D]HAGM SM. U]GM SZJFDF\ VFJ[, 

CMI TM H 5M,L; VMOL;ZG[ WZ5S0GL ;tTF ZC[,LK[P DM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL S,DvZ_Z VG[  

Z_# DF\ 5M,L;G[ WZ5S0GL SM. VlGI\+LT ;tTF VF5[, GYLP VF WZ5S0GL ;tTF ;\HMUMG[ 

VG]~5 :5[xI, SFI"JFCL JF:T[H VF5JFDF\  VFJ[, K[P WZ5S0GL VFJL lGIl+\T ;tTF CMJF 

DF+YLH  DM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL S,Dv!($4!(5 VG[ !)* D]HAGM U]GM  SMuGLh[A, AGL 

HTM  GYLPDM8Z  jCLS, V[S8GL  S,Dv!(5 D]HAGF  U]GF  AFAT[  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,L  ;HFGL 

HMUJF. ;FY[  ;LPVFZP5LP;L X[0I],v! GF  EFUvZ GF S|DF\S G\AZv# DF\ SZJFDF\ VFJ[, 

HMUJF.  wIFG[ ,[TF VF :5Q856[ GMGvSMuGLh[A, U]GM U6FI K[P  GMGvSMuGLh[A, U]GF 

AFAT[ ;LPVFZP5LP;L S,Dv!55sZf DF\ SZJFDF\ VFJ[, HMUJF. D]HAGL 5ZJFGUL ,LWF 

JUZ HM T5F; SZJFD\F VFJ[ TM T[ U[ZSFIN[;Z U6FI K[P D[HL:8=[8 5M,L; RFH"XL8GF VFWFZ[  

SMuGLhG; ,. XS[ GCLP 5M,L; wJFZF SZJFDF\ VFJ[,F  VFJF RFH"XL8G[ OZLIFN TZLS[ 56 
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8=L8 SZL XSFI GCL V[JF :5Q8 ZLT[ gIFILS VJ,MSGM SZ[, K[P  

s$fGFDNFZ ;]l5|DSM8[4TL,SGUZ .g0=L:8=L; ,LDL8[0 lJ~wW VF\W|5|N[X ZFHI Z_!!s!5f 

V[;P;LP;LP5*!4 S[XJ,F, 9FS]Z  lJ~wW lACFZ ZFHI !))&s$f S|F.D; s;]l5|DSM8"f!Z!4 

T[DH  GFDNFZ  CF.SM8M"V[4D6LR\N  lJ~wW  ZFHI  !)))   lS|P,MPHPslN<,Lf!5!Z4  V[;P 

D:YFG  ;FC[A  lJ~wW 5LPV[;PVFZPV\HFG[  I[<,]  Z__# lS|P,MPHPZ$(4  V~6S]DFZ  EFU"J 

lJ~wW DwI5|N[X ZFHI Z__Z  lS|P,MPHP Z!4 VlJGFX DW]SZ  D]B[0SZ lJ~wW ZFHI !)(# 

lS|P,MPHP!(##4  5|EFSZ  5Fg0]Z\U  ;F\HULZL  lJ~wW  DCFZFQ8=  ZFHI  !)(&s!fS|F.D; 

sAMdA[f!&(4 lXJFG\N ULZWZ GF.S lJ~wW ;A .g:5[S8Z 5M,L; Z___ lS|P,MPHP$**& 

sAMdA[f4  DGDYFULZL  lJ~wW  VMlZ:;F  ZFHI  Z__Zs!fS|F.D; $&$ GF  S[;MDF\  GFDNFZ 

VNF,TMV[  V[JF :5Q8  gIFILS VJ,MSGM SZ[, K[  S[4 ;LPVFZP5LP;L S,Dv!55sZf DF\ 

SZJFDF\  VFJ[,L HMUJF. V[ OZHLIFT :J~5GL HUJF. K[ VFYL VF HMUJF.G\]  5F,G SIF"  

JUZ 5M,L; U]GFGL T5F; SZL XS[ GCL VFD KTF HM T5F; SZJFDF VFJ[ TM T[ U[ZSFIN[;Z 

U6FI  K[4  D[HL:8=[8  VFJF  S[;DF\  5M,L;  RFH"XL8GF  VFWFZ[  SMuGLhG;  ,.  XS[  GCLP 

;LPVFZP5LP;L S,Dv$&! D]HAGL VF  V[JL U[ZSFIN[;ZTFVM U6FI K[  S[  H[GFYL ;DU| 

SFI"JFCL N]QFLT AG[ K[P  

s5f CF,GF SFD[ 5M,L; wJFZF ;LPVFZP5LP;L S,Dv!5$ VgJI[ X~VFTYL H SMuGLh[A, 

U]GF  ;AA  V[OPVF.PVFZP  NFB,  SZL4  SMuGLh[A,  U]GFGL  T5F;  SZL4  T5F;GF 

V\T[  VFZM5LV[  SMuGLh[A, U]GM  SIF"  ;AA VNF,TDF\  RFH"XL8 ZH]  SZ[, K[  VFYL   VFJF 

RFH"XL8G[ OZLIFN TZLS[ 8=L8 SZL XSFI GCLP GFDNFZ ;]l5|DSM8 T[DH GFDNFZ CF.SM8M"V[ SZ[, 

gIFILS VJ,MSGM GF VFWFZ[  SFINFSLI  ;[8, 5lZl:YlT wIFG[ ,[TF DM8Z jCLS, V[S8GL 

S,Dv!(5  D]HAGM  U]GM  GMG  SMuGLh[A,  U]GMK[P  ;LPVFZP5LP;LPS,Dv!55sZf  GL 

HMUJF. V[ OZHLIFT :J~5GL HUJF. CMJFYL T[G]\ 5F,G SIF" JUZ 5M,L; U]GFGL T5F; SZL 

XS[ GCL VFD KTF HM T5F; SZJFDF\ VFJ[TM T[ U[ZSFIN[;Z U6FIK[4D[HL:8=[8 VFJF S[;DF\ 

5M,L; RFH"XL8GF VFWFZ[  U]GFG\]  SMuGLhG; ,. XS[ GCL VFDKTF HM U]GFG\]  SMuGLhG; 

,[JFDF VFJ[TMT[ ;LPVFZP5LP;L S,Dv$&! D]HAGL V[JL U[ZSFIN[;ZTFVM U6FI K[ H[GFYL 

;DU|  SFI"JFCL  N]QFLT  AG[  K[P  VFJL  SFI"JFCL  X~VFTYL  H  lGZY"S (void abinitio) 

U6FIK[P VFJL lGZY"S SFI"JFCL 5FK/ VNF,TGM ;DI jITLT SZJM gIFILS ZLT[ 56 IYF 
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IMuI  U6L  XSFI GCLP  VF  TDFD SFINFSLI  HMUJF.VM  wIFG[  ,. VF  S[;GL   SFI"JFCL 

;LPVFZP5LP;L S,DvZ5( D]HA A\W ZFBJFG]\ gIFIL VG[ JFHAL H6FT]\ CMI gIFIGF lCTD\F 

GLR[ D]HAGM  C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P  

 ooo C]    S    D  ooo 

s!f VFZF[5L  lJZ]wW  DM8Z  jCLS,  V[S8GL  S,Dv!(5  D]HAGF  U]gCFGL  SFI"JFCL 

;LPVFZP5LP;L  S,DvZ5( VgJI[ A\W SZL VFZM5LG[ KM0L D]SJFGM VFN[X SZJFDF\ 

VFJ[ K[P 

sZf D]N'FDF, AFAT[ JRUF/FGF TASS[ HM SM. C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[, CMI TM VF C]SDYL 

SFID  SZJFDF\  VFJ[  K[4HM  JRUF/F  TASS[   C]SD  SZJFDF\  VFJ[,  G  CMI  TM 

T[ AFAT[ .gSJFIZL SZL D]N'FDF, ;M\5JFGM C]SD SZJFDF\ VFJ[ K[P

s#f ;DIDIF"NFGL  HMUJF.G[  VFWLG  ZCL  VlWS'T  VF[YF[ZL8L  ;LPVFZP5LP;L 

S,Dv#__s5f D]HA VFZM5L ;FD[ OZL S[; NFB, SZL XS[ K[P

VF  C]SD  VFHZMH  TFZLBo !ZDL4 DFC[o  GJ[dAZ4 ;G[o  Z_ZZGF  ZMH 

:5[XLI, ;L8L\UDF\ JF\RL  ;\EF/JL HFC[Z SIM"P

D]P;FJ,LP              sGF{XFN JLP 59F6f
TFP!Zq!!qZ_ZZ                        HI]0LP D[HLP O:8" S,F;4 ;FJ,LP

    SM0vHLH[_!$!#      
V[RPV[DPDSJF6Fq:8[GMP


