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SUO MOTU 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" PUBLISHED IN VAR QUS NEWSPAPERS
OF THE COUNTRY DATED 5. 3. 2013 & 6. 3. 2013

(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling O T. and intervention and office
report)

W TH

VWRI T PETITION(C) NO 169 OF 2013

(with appln(s) for directions and pernission to bring additional facts and
docunents on record and inpl eadnment and pernmission to file additional
docunments and office report)

SUO MOTU WRIT PETITION(C) NO 286 OF 2013

SUO MOTU WRI T PETITION(C) NO 335 OF 2013

(with appln(s) for inpleadnent)

Date: 16/07/2013 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTICE G S. SI NGHVI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GONDA

For the appearing
parties

G E. Vahanvati, AG for India
Anoopam N. Prasad, Adv.

Ni | am Pasha, Adv.

Anandh Kannan, Adv.

Tara Narul a, Adv.

. Prakash Singh (A C.)
B. K. Jauhari
Pur ni ma Jauhari

Prashant Bhushan, Adv.
Suni | mat hews, Adv.
Adi tya Shukl a, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)
in W 169/ 2013

For State of T.N B.Bal aji, Adv.

R Rakesh Sharma, Adv.
For State of Bihar .Ranjit Kumar, Sr.Adv.
Mani sh Kumar, Adv.
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For State of U.P. .Gaurav Bhatia, AAG

. Anuvrat Sharnma, Adv.
Al ka si nha, Adv.

Gaut am Tal ukdar, Adv.
For State of Punjab . Al ay Bansal, AAG

. Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

. Pardaman Si ngh, Adv.
. Gaurav Yadav, Adv.
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For U O I. M. Gourab Banerji, ASG
M. S. A Haseeb, Adv.

For State of M . R Venkat aramani, Sr. Adv.
Andhr a Pradesh M. G N Reddy, Adv.
M . Debojit, Adv.



M . Sodhan Babu, Adv.
Ms. Neel am Si ngh, Adv.
Ms. Supriya Garg, Adv.

For UT of Puducherry M.R Venkataramani, Sr.Adv.

. V. G Pragasam Adv.

.S.J. Aristotle, Adv.

. Prabu Ramasubramanai n, Adv.

For States of
M P. and
Chhattisgarh

. C.D. Si ngh, Adv.
. Anshuman Srivastava, Adv.
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For State of Haryana M. Manjit Singh, AAG

M. Tarjit Singh, Adv.
M . Kamal Mohann Gupta, AOR
For State of Kerala M. C S Rajan, Sr. Adv.
M. MT. George, Adv.
Ms. Kavitha K T, Adv.
For State of M . Tapesh Kumar Singh, Adv.
Jhar khand M. Kr. Anurag Singh, Adv.
Mohd. Waquar, Adv.
For State of Raj. M. Siddharth Mttal, Adv.
For State of H. P M . Suryanaryana Si ngh, AAG
Ms. Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
For State of M . Subhro Sanyal , Adv.
Meghal aya M. Ranjan Mukherjee, AOR
M. Altaf Ahnad, Sr. Adv.
M. A D N Rao, Adv.
Ms. Neel am Jain, Adv.
For State of Sikkim M. A K Gnguli, Sr. Adv.
M. A Mariarputham AG Sikkim
Ms. Aruna Mathur, Adv.
Ms. Movita, Adv.
M. Yusuf Khan, Adv.
For State of M . Ashut osh Kr. Sharna, Adv.
Ut t ar akhand M .J. K Bhatia, Adv.
For State of Assam M. Navnit Kumar, Adv.
For State of M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.
Arunachal Pradesh M.Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
For State of Ms. K. Enatoli Senm, Adv.
Nagal and M.Anmt Kr. Singh, Adv.
For State of Tripura M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
M.Rituraj Biswas, Adv.
For State of J & K M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.
Ms. Astha Sharma, Adv.
Ms. Insha Mr, Adv.
M . Raghav Chadha, Adv.

For State of Manipur M. Sapam Biswajit, Adv.
M . Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, AOR

For State of Gujarat M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
M. Tushar Mehta, AAG
Ms. Hemant i ka Wahi, Adv.
Ms. Subhada Deshpande, Adv.



Mahar ashtr a

State of Odisha M.

For State of M . V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
Kar nat aka
For State of WB. M. Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.
M. Bi kas Kar Gupta, Adv.
M s. Sarbani Kar, Adv.
For U.T., Chandi garh M . Ashok Thakur, Adv.
M.l nran K Burney, Adv.
M. Anil K. Chopra, Adv.
State of M. Shekhar Naphde, Sr. Adv.

M.D.J. Khanbata, AG Maharashtra
M . Sanj ay V. Kharde, Adv.

Ms. Asha Gopal an Nair, AOR

Radha Shyam Jena, Adv.
Si ddharth P, Adv.

S| ddharth Luthra, ASG
S.WA. Qadri, Adv.
Manj u Jena, Adv.
M nakshi Grover,
Arjun Dewan, Adv.
Satya Siddiqui, Adv.
P.L. N gam Adv.

Syed Tanweer Ahnad, Adv.

Adv.

Prat ap Venugopal , Adv.
Gaurav Nair, Adv.
Meenakshi Chauhan, Adv.

Shadan Farasat, Adv.
Pragyan P. Sharma, Adv.
Mandaki ni Sharnma, Adv.
Heshu Kayi na, Adv.

P. V. Yogeswaran, ACR
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Whi | e taking suo-nmotu cogni zance of the newspaper reports
showi ng that wonmen were beaten by Punjab and Patna police, we had
requested the learned Attorney General to assist the Court as an
am cus. He graciously agreed to the Court’s request and appeared on
al rost all subsequent dates.

After taking into consideration the subnissions nade by
the |l earned amicus (learned Attorney General and Shri Harish N
Sal ve), Shri Prashant Bhushan and Shri Prakash Singh whose petition
was decided by this Court in 2006 and a nunber of directions were

given for ensuring reforms in the functioning of the police throughout
the country, this Court also called upon the various State Governnents

and the Union Territories to file their response. Many of them filed
affidavits willingly and many filed unwillingly but every time it was
noticed by the Court that copy of one or the other has not
been supplied to the learned am cus necessitating adjournnent of

t he case.

It appears that the counsel representing the State Governnents
and the Union Territories do not realise the inportance of the issues
being dealt with by the Court in these matters, of which suo notu
cogni zance was taken by the Court as early as on 6.3.2013.

Alittle sensitiveness on the part of the | earned States counsel

and the officers would have enabled the Court to effectively hear the
argunents and issue appropriate directions in t he matt er of
i mpl ement ati on of the judgnent in Prakash Singh v. Union of India

(2006) 8 SCC 1.



Shri Prashant Bhushan brought to our notice that the Governnents
of the Andhra Pradesh, Utar Pradesh, Maharashtra and Tanmi| Nadu have
neither filed affidavits nor furnished the required information

This has not been controverted by the | ear ned counse
representing concerned States.
Let Chief Secretaries of the four States nentioned above, i.e.

State of Andhra Pradesh, Utar Pradesh, Mharashtra and Tam| Nadu
appear and assist their counsel in furnishing detailed information on
the issue of inplementation of the directions contained in the
judgnent in Prakash Singh case (supra).

Li st the case on 31.07.2013.

Learned counsel representing the States of Andhra Pradesh
Uttar Pradesh, Maharashtra and Tami| Nadu are requested to personally
contact their Chief Secretaries and inform them about today’'s
direction so as to enable the concerned officers to accordingly
schedul e their work and attend the Court on the appointed date.

Copi es of this order be nade available to all the |earned
am cus, Shri Prakash Singh and | earned counsel representing the State
Governments and the Union Territories.

Wit Petition (C No.169 of 2013

We have heard | earned counsel for the parties and perused
the record.

At our request, Shri Siddharth Luthra, the |earned
Additional Solicitor General agreed to indicate nanes of one or nore
seni or officers who can be entrusted with the task of independently
maki ng an enquiry into the entire episode in which people are alleged
to have been subjected to brutality by the police at the instance of
the Inspector General of Police of the State.

Shri Luthra requests for two days tine.

Put up on 18.07.2013.

(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Usha Sharm)
Court Master Court Master



