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WRI T PETITION (ClVIL) NO 310 OF 1996
PRAKASH SI NGH & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

Uuol. & ORS Respondent ( s)
(For directions with office report)
[In Reg.: Formation of Directorate of Prosecution and issue
of selection and minimumtenure of DGP in consultation with the
State Security Commi ssion]
Wth Wit Petition (C No.417 of 2010
Wit Petition No.42 of 2011
(Wth appln.(s) for ex-parte stay, exenption fromfiling OT.
and office report)
Date: 11/04/2011 These Matters were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE AFTAB ALAM

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. PANI CKER RADHAKRI SHNAN
M. Raju Ramachandran, Sr. Adv. (A.C.)
For Petitioner(s)M. Prashant Bhushan, Adv.
In WP 310/1996: M. Rohit Kumar Singh, Adv.

M. Pranav Sachdeva, Adv.

In WP 417/2010: Dr. Ashok Dhami j a, Adv.
Dr. Kailash Chand, Adv.

In WP 42/ 2011: M. Manohar Lal Sharnm, in-Person
M. Harish N Sal ve, Sr. Adv.
For Respondent (s)M. Anis Suhrawardy, Adv. (N P)

M. P. Parnmeswaran, Adv.
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M. Aruneshwar GQGupta, Adv.

M. H K Puri, Adv.
Ms. Priya Puri, Adv.

M. Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
M. Sapam Biswajit Meitei, Adv.

M. K V. Viswanat han, Sr. Adv.
M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.

Ms. Kavita Wadi a, Adv.

M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.



M. Vikrant S. Bais, Adv.
Ms. Vi bha Datta Makhij a, Adv.

M . Ranj an Mukherj ee, Adv.
M. Lakshni Raman Si ngh, Adv.
M. Kam endra M shra, Adv.

Ms. Hemanti ka Wahi , Adv.

Ms. Pinky Behera, Adv.
M. Ashwani Kumar, Adv.
Ms. Sumta Hazari ka, Adv.
M. R Ayyam Perunal , Adv.
M. Ri ku Sarnm, Adv.
M. Navnit Kumar, Adv.

for Ms. Corporate Law G oup, Adv.
M. Ashok Mat hur, Adv.
M . Mohanprasad Mehari a, Adv.
Ms. S. Narain & Co., Advs.
M. Anuvrat Sharngm, Adv.
M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
M. Mani sh Kumar, Adv.
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M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

M. Anil Shrivastav, Adv.
M. Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

M. Copal Prasad, Adv.

M. Rajesh Srivastava, Adv.

<

Pragyan P. Sharma, Adv.
M. P.V. Yogeswaran, Adv.

Gopal Subramani am SG
Mohan Jai n, ASG
S.WA. Qadri, Adv.
Devansh Mbht a, Adv.
Anand Var na, Adv.

D. K. Thakur, Adv.
Sushnma Manchanda, Adv.
R S. Nagar, Adv.

Ani | Katiyar, Adv.
S.N. Terdal , Adv.

H. S. Sachdewa, Adv.
Sadhana Sandhu, Adv.
Sudar shan Si ngh Rawat, Adv.
D. S. Mahr a, Adv.
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Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.

<

Atul Jha, Adv.
M . Dharnmendra Kunmar Si nha, Adv.

M. T.V. Ceorge, Adv.



M . Radha Shyam Jena, Adv.
Ms. Rachana Sri vast ava, Adv.
Ashoka Kumar Thakur, Adv.
M. MP. Jha, Adv.
R E. Roy, Adv.

A. Subhashi ni , Adv.
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. Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
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M. Tara Chandra Sharnm, Adv.
Neel am Shar ma, Adv.

L. N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
Bi nu Tant a, Adv.

Sushma Suri, Adv.

U U Lalit, Sr.Adv.

Shai| Kumar Dwi vedi, Addl . Adv. Genl .
Ardhendunoul i K. Prasad, Adv.

Manoj Dwi vedi , Adv.

Aviral , Adv.
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M. Gunnam Venkat eswar a Rao, Adv.

s

T. R Andhyarujina, Sr. Adv.
M. T. Harish Kunmar, Adv.

M. Jana Kal yan Das, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
S. Prabu Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

Manj it Singh, Addl . AG
Vi vekt a Si ngh, Adv.
Kamal Mohan Gupt a, Adv.

Nar esh K. Shar ma, Adv.

Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.
K. Enatoli Sera, Adv.

Sanj ay V. Kharde, Adv.
Asha CGopal an Nair, Adv.

Mani sh Si nghvi , AAG Raj ast han
M1 ind Kurmar, Adv.

D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.
Ranmesh Al | anki , Adv.

A. Mari ar put ham AG

Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Yusuf Khan, Adv.

Avneesh Arput ham Adv.

Megha Gaur, Adv.

r Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co., Advs.
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M. Sunil Fernandes, Adv.



Suhaas Joshi, Adv.
Ast ha Shar na, Adv.

P. V. Dinesh, Adv.
Sanj ay Pari kh, Adv.

Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
R K. Pandey, Adv.
H. S. Sandhu, Adv.
K. K. Pandey, Adv.
Mohit Mudgil, Adv.
M. Ajay Pal,Adv. (N P)
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R Sat hi sh, Adv.

G N. Reddy, Adv.
V. Pattabhiram Adv.
Hermal Set h, Adv.

s 55 %

Anbhoj Kumar Sinha, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Wth regard to the inplenentation of Direction No.4 under the Heading Separation of |Investiga
tion , given in the case of Prakash Singh vs. Union of India [2006 (8) SCC 1], learned Solicit
or Ceneral seeks tine to take instructions on the question of functional segregation of the In
vestigative Wng fromthe Law and Order Wng of the Police. Today, as the situation stands, t
here is no such segregation. Briefly, the suggestion is that the Investigation Police should
be separated fromthe Law and Order Police and the former should be insulated fromany extrane
ous influence which is the paranpbunt need today to sustain the principle of rule of law. Sim
larly, with regard to Direction Nos.2 and 3 under the headings Selection
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and minimumtenure of DGP and Mninmumtenure of |G of police and other officers respective
y, one week’s tine is sought by the learned Solicitor General to take instructions. According
ly, the matter shall stand over for one week.

Place this matter on 18th April, 2011

I. A No. of 2011 (filed on behalf of State of Karnataka) in WP. (C) No.310 of 1996

The interlocutory application is dismssed as w thdrawn.

We have made it clear to the | earned counsel for the State of Karnataka that the subject-matte
r of this interlocutory application has nothing to do with the inplementation of the Direction
s given by this Court in the case of Prakash Singh vs. Union of India [2006 (8) SCC 1].

[ T.1. Rajput ][ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



