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QUT TODAY
| TEM NO. 6 COURT NO. 3 SECTI ON PI L
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
SUO MOTO WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO(s). 139 OF 2013
IN RE: "PUNJAB COPS BEAT UP WOMAN IN PUBLIC' AND "POLICE LATH - CHARGE

PROTESTI NG CONTRACTUAL TEACHERS | N PATNA" PUBLI SHED
OF THE COUNTRY DATED 5. 3. 2013 & 6. 3. 2013

IN VARI QUS NEWSPAPERS

(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and office report)

Date: 11/04/2013 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. S| NGHVI

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH
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. Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
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Bal aji Srinivasan, Adv.

M1lind Kumar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

along wth

ORDER

Learned Attorney GCeneral nmade available witten

list

of

judgnents rendered by t he Courts

subm ssi ons

in

various



jurisdictions. Learned Attorney CGeneral also nmade available a conpilation
based on the analysis of the affidavits filed on behalf of the States and
Union Territories. He al so made avail able the chart showing inplenentation
of the various directions given by this Court in Prakash Singh vs. Union of
I ndi a.

We have gone through the witten subnissions of the |earned
Attorney Ceneral and the chart and the statenent made avail able by him

Shri Dushyant Dave, |earned senior counsel representing the
State of Punjab gave out that the act of the policenen at Taran
Taran is indefeasible and he has advised the Government to take punitive
and corrective neasures in the matter. Shri Dave says that the Governnent
has accepted his advice and will act upon the sane.

Shri L.N. Rao, |earned senior counsel representing the State of
Bi har made sone submi ssions.

Shri Prakash Singh, who was requested to assist the Court
poi nted out the deficiencies in the constitution of various bodies and
authorities in terns of the directions given by this Court. He pointed out
that sonme of the States have not set up the State Security Conmi ssions.

In the context of the subnissions made by Shri  Prakash Singh
we nmade enquiries from the counsel representing the States of Andhra
Pradesh, Tam | Nadu and Maharashtra about the State Security Conm ssions
but they could not give satisfactory reply.

Put up on 25.04. 2013.

All the States and Union Territories are directed to file
affidavits within seven days clearly indicating the steps taken by them for
constitution of the State Security Conmission and the details of the
persons who have been appointed to the State Security Conm ssion. The
details of the neetings held after the constitution of such Conm ssions
shal |l be also incorporated in the affidavits.

(Satish K Yadav) (Phool an Wati Arora)
Court Master Court Master



