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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NQO(s). 316 OF 2008

SURAT SI NGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay)

(For Final Disposal)

W TH CONMT. PET. (C) NO. 47 of 2011

(For Final Disposal)

WTH T.C. (C) NO 27 of 2011

Date: 02/12/2013 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. A. BOBDE

For Petitioner(s) Surat Singh, Petitioner-in-Person

Braj esh Kumar Si ngh, Adv.
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Triloki Nath Razdan, Adv.

P.P. Mal hotra, ASG
Mukul Gupta, Sr. Adv.
Gaur av Shar ma, Adv.

Y. Lokesh, Adv.

P. K. Dey, Adv.

A. Deb Kumar, Adv.

T. A. Khan, Adv.

B.V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
D. S. Mahra, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
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Manjit Singh, AAG
Tarjit Singh, Adv.

Vi nay Kuhar, Adv.
Nupur Choudhary, Adv.
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Nandi ni Gore, Adv.

Abhi shek Roy, Adv.

Karti k Bhat nagar, Adv.
Mani k Kar anj awal a, Adv.
S. Karanjawal a & Co. , Adv

<5537

State of U P. Rat nakar Dash, Sr. Adv.

Gaur av, Adv.
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M. Abhi sht Kumar, Adv.

M. Varun Pareek, Adv.
M. Varun Shankar, Adv.
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(for Intervenor-NBA) M. A J. Bhanbani, Adv.
M . Apurv Chandol a, Adv.
M. T.N Razdan, Adv.

M. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.

Press Council of India V. K. Vernmm, Adv.

N. N. S. Rana, Adv.
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M. Subranmoni um Prasad, Adv.

Ni sha Bhanbhani , Adv.
Bi swanat h Agarwal a, Adv.
Kai | ash Chand, Adv.
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M. Kaml endra M shra, Adv.

M. Jyoti Mendiratta, Adv.

M. Praveen Agrawal, Adv.

M. Sudarshan Raj an, Adv.

H ndustan Tines M. Amit Anand Tiwari, Adv.
M. Avinash Tripathi, adv.
Ms. Janani Shi vamani , Adv.

Ms. Pall avi Langar, Adv.
Ms. "CQOAC

NHRC Ms. Shobha, Adv.
Ms. Jyoti Rani, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

l. These cases were filed having a very wde conpass.
However, today, we are concerned as under what circunstances and
in what manner the investigating officer of any sensitive crimnal
case should furnish the information to the media with regard to the
on-goi ng investigation.



Upon the oral direction of the Court, the opinion of the
State was sought by the Union of India on four questions, viz.

(i) Whether the press briefing to the media by the police
is regulated by any rul es?

(ii)Whether the press briefing given to the nedia is given
only by the person authorised and that too whether verbally or in
writing?

(iii)What is the procedure in the CBl regarding the Press
Briefing?
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(iv)Whether copies of all Press Releases issued by the
Departmment concerned are nmaintained by the Departnent including
Pol i ce Departnent?

I ssue notice to all the States and Union Territories who
are not the party before this Court. They nmay file their response
within six weeks.

. A copy of the docunents by the petitioner-in-person be
furni shed upon Ms. Shobha, |earned counsel who appears on behal f of
the NHRC and we request the NHRC to examine the issues and frame
gui delines also and on the next date of hearing, the sane may be
pl aced before the Court.

List after eight weeks.
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