R QUT- TODAY
| TEM NO. 62 COURT NO. 2 SECTI ON X

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

VWRI T PETITION (CRL.) NO 68 OF 2008

LALI TA KUMARI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
GOVT. OF U. P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln.(s) for intervention and office report)

Date: 08/08/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI

For Petitioner(s) M. S.B. Upadhyay, Sr. Adv.
M. B. K. Shahi, Adv.
M. B.P. Gupta, Adv.
M . Pranesh, Adv.
Ms. Mona Raj vanshi, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Sharni | a Upadhyay, Adv.
For | ntervenor(s) M. S.P. Juneja, Adv.
M. Debasis M sra, Adv.

For M zoram M. K N Mdhusoodhanan, Adv.
M. MK. Mchael, Adv.
For Qujarat: Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi, Adv.
Ms. Pinky, Adv.
Ms. K. Enatoli Senm, Adv.
M. Somat h, Adv.
For Maharashtra: M. Ravindra K Adsure, Adv.

For NNC. T. of Delhi: M. S WA, Qadri, Adv.
Ms. Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.
M. D.S. Mbhra, Adv.

For Punj ab: M. A ay Pal, Adv.
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For Mani pur: Kh. Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.

M
M. David Rao, Adv.
M. S. Biswajit Mitei, Adv.
M. Vijay Prakash, Adv.

For Assam M. Avijit Roy, Adv.

or Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

—

For Uttar Pradesh: Ms. Shobha Di kshit, Sr. Adv.
M. T.N Singh, Adv.
M . Raj eev Dubey, Adv.
M. Kaml endra M shra, Adv.
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For Kar nat aka: Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

For Tam | Nadu and M. V.G Pragasam Adv.
U.T. Pondicherry: M. S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
M. Prabu Ramasubramani an, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

By order dated 14th July, 2008, we issued notices to the Chief
Secretaries of all the States and Union Territories and Director Generals

of Police/ Conmi ssioners of Police, as the case may be, to show cause as

to why the directions enunerated therein be not given by this Court.
Notices were sent to the aforesaid authorities by the Suprene Court

Registry by fax and it was nentioned in the notices that the order has
been put on the website of the Suprene Court of India so that they nmay
file responses without |loss of tine. The order was put on the website of

the Supreme Court of India, as directed by this Court.
It appears that notices have been served upon the Chief

Secretaries of all the States and Union Territories and all the Director

General s of Police/ Comm ssioners of Police, as the case may be,

- 3-
but, in spite of that, it is pathetic state of affairs that only two States,
viz., States of Uttar Pradesh and Arunachal Pradesh, have responded
and the other States did not bother to file their responses. Sone of them
have sinply engaged their counsel, who are appearing in court, and, as
usual , they have made prayer for time to file responses.

In spite of the order passed on 14th July, 2008, that we intend
to give certain directions enunerated therein, it is unfortunate that
neither the Director Generals of Police/Comm ssioners of Police, as the
case may be, nor the Superintendents of Police has taken any steps by
giving suitable directions to the officers in-charge of the police stations.
In view of this, we direct the Chief Secretaries of all the States and
Union Territories
and Director CGenerals of Police/ Conm ssioners of Police, as the case
may be, to see that the police officers posted in every police station
t hroughout the country should act in accordance with the order dated
14th July, 2008, treating the proposed directions therein given by this
Court to be the interimones and, in case there is any failure on the part
of any police officer, the concerned authority shall take inmmediate
action against that officer.

In any view of the matter, we grant two weeks’ tine by way
of last chance to the Chief Secretaries of all the States and Union
Territories, except Chief Secretaries and Director Generals of Police of
the States of Uttar Pradesh
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and Ar unachal Pr adesh, as wel | as Directors Gener al of
Pol i ce/ Conmi ssi oners of Police, as the case may be, to file responses
failing which they shall have to appear in court in-person on the next
date fixed in this case. As all the States and Union Territories are
represented before this Court, it was not necessary for the Registry to
comruni cate this order to the Chief Secretaries or Directors Ceneral of
Pol i ce/ Commi ssi oners of Police, as the case may be. Nonethel ess, the
Registry is directed to comunicate this order by fax as well to the
Chief Secretaries of all the States and Union Territories and all the
Director Generals of Police/ Conm ssioners of Police, as the case may
be,

Let order dated 14th July, 2008, and this order be put on the
website of the Supreme Court of India so that the people of India my
know what directions have been given by this Court and they may take
appropriate steps in case of any inaction on the part of the concerned
of ficer of the police station in instituting a case and the Chief Judicia
Magi strate/ Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, as the case may be, shal
take action in a case of inaction upon filing of conplaint petition and
give direction to institute the case within the tinme directed in the said
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order failing which the Chief Judicial Mugistrate/ Chief Metropolitan
Magi strate, as the case may be, shall not only initiate action agai nst the
del i nquent police officer but punish themsuitably by sending themto
jail, in case the cause shown is found to be unsatisfactory. Apart from
this, the Chief Judicial Magistrate/Chief Metropolitan Mugistrate, as
the case may be, shal
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report the matter to the disciplinary authority at once by fax as well
upon recei pt of which the disciplinary authority shall suspend the
concerned police officer immediately in contenplation of departnental
pr oceedi ng.
Pl ace the matter on 25th August, 2008.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ Om Prakash ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar
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LALI TA KUMARI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
GOVT. OF U. P. & ORS. Respondent ( s)
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Date: 08/08/2008 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI

For Petitioner(s) M. S.B. Upadhyay, Sr. Adv.
M. B. K. Shahi, Adv.
M. B.P. Qupta, Adv.
M. Pranesh, Adv.
Ms. Mona Raj vanshi, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Sharnila Upadhyay, Adv.
For | ntervenor(s) M. S.P. Juneja, Adv.
M. Debasis M sra, Adv.
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M. D.S. Mbhra, Adv.

Punj ab: M. A ay Pal, Adv.
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Mani pur: Kh. Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
Davi d Rao, Adv.
S. Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
Vi jay Prakash, Adv.
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Assam Avijit Roy, Adv.

for Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

o

Ut tar Pradesh: Ms. Shobha Di kshit, Sr. Adv.
M. T.N Singh, Adv.
M. Raj eev Dubey, Adv.
M. Kaml endra M shra, Adv.

Kar nat aka: Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

Tam | Nadu and M. V.G Pragasam Adv.

U.T. Pondicherry: M. S.J. Aristotle, Adv.

For

M. Prabu Ranmasubr amani an, Adv.

Har yana: M. Manjit Singh, Adv.
M. T.V. George, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Let a copy of the order passed today and order dated 1l4th
July, 2008, both of which have been put on the website, be sent to the
Regi strar Generals of all the Hi gh Courts and Registrar (Adm.) of the
Orissa High Court, by fax as well, for communicating the sane to all the
Sessi ons Judges, who shall, in their turn, communicate it to all the
Magi strates within their respective districts.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ On Prakash ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



