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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRIM NAL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
WRI T PETI TION(CRI M NAL) NO. 22 OF 2013
NASEER G MOHAMMAD AND OTHERS Appel | ant ('s)

Ver sus
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA  Respondent (s)
WI TH
WRI T PETI TION(CRI M NAL) NO. 143 OF 2013
RAI ES AHVAD DAULAT PATEL AND OTHERS Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND ANOTHER Respondent ( s)
ORDER
1. These Wit petitions have been filed poi nti ng out
al | eged communal att acks on Musl i ns at Dhul e,
Mahar ashtr a, whi ch t ook pl ace on 6. 1.2013. It is
al | eged t hat in t hose attacks, police officials
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t hensel ves have partici pated and i ndul ged in
i ndi scrimnate firing, whi ch resul ted in deat h of Si X
youths and injuries to nore than fifty persons. It is
further stated in t he Wit petitions t hat no
i ndependent inquiry was hel d and even the First
I nf or mati on Report was not regi st ered. For this
pur pose, t he r enedy whi ch was sought in t hese Wit

petitions, is to establish a Special |Investigation Team

(SIT) from the pol i cenen out si de t he State of
Maharashtra to investigate the incident and al so direct
prosecuti on against the erring officials.

2. During the pendency of these wit petitions, t he

State Gover nient appoi nt ed M. Justi ce K. U Chandi wal ,

a retired Judge of t he Bonbay Hi gh Court, to conduct
j udi ci al inquiry into t he sai d i nci dent. e are

i nf or med t hat t he sai d retired Judge has al r eady

conpl et ed t he i nquiry and even submitted t he Report on
29.11. 2016.

3. W expect t he State Gover nient to t ake into

consi derati on t he sai d report and act accordi ngly. In

case t he report indicts sone police officials, we al so

expect the State Government to initiate appropriate
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crim nal pr oceedi ngs/ depar t ment al action, as t he case

may be, against them

4. It is submitted by | ear ned counsel for t he
petitioners, at this st age, t hat it is not sure as

whet her the Inquiry Conmi ssion had given hearing to all
t hose persons who were attacked and wanted a hearing.
We would not like to go into that aspect at this stage.
5. If any issue requires consideration, the petitioners

shal | be at liberty to t ake up t he same before t he
appropriate forum
6. Copy of t he Report shal | be given to the | ear ned

counsel for the petitioners.
7. Needless to nention that if the petitioners have any

gri evance about t he sai d Report, it will be open for
them to file appropriate appl i cations(s) in this

behal f.
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8. The Wit petitions are di sposed of with t he above
observati ons.

[ ABHAY MANCHAR SAPRE]



New Del hi ,
Decenber 06, 2016 .
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| TEM NO. 15 COURT NO. 9 SECTI ON X
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Wit Petition(s)(Criminal) No(s). 22/2013
NASEER G MOHAMVAD & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Respondent ( s)
(with office report)
(For final disposal)
W TH
WP.(Crl.) No. 143/2013
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 06/12/2016 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON&#39; BLE MR. JUSTI CE A. K. SIKRI
HON&#39; BLE MR JUSTI CE ABHAY MANOHAR SAPRE
For Petitioner(s)
M. Colin Gonsal ves, Sr.Adv.
M. A Qanbar Zaidi, Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.

M . Pukhranmbam Ranesh Kumar, Adv.
For Ms. Aparna Bhat, Adv.
For Respondent (s)
M. Sushil Karanjkar, Adv.
For M. N shant Ramakantrao Kat neshwarkar, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER
These Wit petitions are di sposed of in terns of t he
si gned order.
[ MALA KUMARI SHARMA] [ SUKHBIR  PAUL KAUR]
COURT MASTER A R-CUMP.S.
(Signed order is placed on the file)



