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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C No(s). 25237/2010

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated
21/ 08/ 2009 in CMAP No. 15440/ 1998 passed by the Hi gh Court of
Judi cature at Al | ahabad)

ABHAY S| NGH Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF UTTAR PRADESH & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth application for condonation of delay in filing

af fidavit, correction of pleadings, exenption fromfiling

O T., extension of tinme, intervention, c/delay in filing
conmpliance, nodification of court’s order, pernission to file
addi tional affidavit, and additional documents, exenption from
filing personal appearance and office report.)

W TH

SLP(C) No. 23984/2010

(Wth appln.(s) for exenption fromfiling OT., permssion to
file additional affidavit, extension of tine, permission to
file additional affidavit, urging addl. grounds, prayer for
interimrelief and Ofice Report)

WP.(C) No. 138/2014
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date: 19/01/2015 These petitions were called
on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. SIKR
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE R K. AGRAVWAL
Am cus Curi ae M. Harish N Salve, Sr. Adv.

For Petitioner(s)
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Reason:
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M. Sushil Kumar Jain, Sr. Adv.

Ms. Pratibha Jain, Adv.

For Respondent (s)
Ranjit Kumar, SG
Bi nu Tanta, Adv.
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D. L. Chi dananda, Adv.
Sushnma Suri,

Adv.

Ranjit Kumar, SG
Rana Mikherjee, Adv.
WA. Quadri, Adv.
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Zaid Ali, Adv.
D. S. Mahra, Adv.

Abhi shek Atrey, Adv.
Tanmay Agrawal , Adv.
Brijesh Panchal, Adv.
Sumit Rajora, Adv.

Soumtra G Chaudhuri, Adv.
Ani p Sacht hey, Adv.

Shankar Chill arge, Adv.
M. A P. Mayee, Adv.

Bal aji Srinivasan, Adv.
B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.
Dhar mendra Kunar Si nha, Adv.

Manjit Singh, Sr. Adv.
Rarjit Singh, Adv.

Vi vekta Singh, Adv.

M. Vishwa Pal Singh, Adv.

Jayesh Gaurav, Adv.
Gopal Prasad, Adv.

K. Enatoli Senma, Adv.
Amt Kr. Singh, Adv.

Gaurav Bhatia, AAG
Raj eev Dubey, Adv.
R P. Mehrotra, Adv.

Aj ay Bansal, AAG
Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.
Gaurav Yadav, Adv.

B.K. Satija, Adv.
Ani |, Adv.
Aj ay Bansal, Adv.

Gunt ur Prabhakar, Adv.
Prerna Singh, Adv.
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Shiv Mangal Sharma, AAG
Shrey Kapoor, Adv.

Anj al i Chauhan, Adv.
Ruchi Kohl i, Adv.

Ani |l Shrivastav, Adv.
Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.

Chandan Kuanr, Adv.

Rashm Shrivastava, Adv.
Gopal Si ngh, Adv.

Rituraj Biswas, Adv.

Rashm Shrivastava, Adv.
Gunnam Venkat eswar a Rao, Adv.
Jati nder Kumar Bhati a, Adv.

Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.



M shra Saur abh, Adv.
P. V. Yogeswar an, Adv.
Ravi Prakash Mehrotra, Adv.
Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.
Suni | Fer nandes, Adv.
Suni | Kumar Jai n, Adv.
Si ddhart h Bhat nagar, Adv
Si dharth Mhan, Adv.
Rahul Arya, Adv.
T. Mahi pal , Adv.
V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
Anur adha Mut at kar, Adv.
A. Mariarputham Adv. Gen.
Aruna Mat hur, Adv.
Yusuf Khan, Adv.
K. Vijay Kumar, Adv.

r M s Arput ham Aruna & Co.
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Sapam Biswajit Meitei, Adv.
Ashok Kr. Singh, Adv.

Asha CGopal an Nair, Adv.
Ri ku Sarma, Adv.

Navnit Kumar, Adv.
r Ms Corporate Law G oup

Js% §F =%

Hemant i ka Wahi , Adv.
Jesal Wahi, adv.
Preeti Bhardwaj, Adv.

Suryanar ayana Si ngh, AAG
Pragati Neekhra, Adv.
Abhi shek Kumar Jha, Adv.

C.D. Singh, Adv.
Dam ni Haj el a, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.

K. V. Jagdi shvaran, Adv.
G Indira, Adv.
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M. Shreekant N Terdal, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER
By order dated 10.12.2013, we had issued the follow ng
directions:
XXX XXX XXX

1. The term "high dignitaries" used in
proviso (iii) to Rul e 108(1) of the



1989 Rules takes within its fold the

hol der s of vari ous posts, positions
and of fices specified in t he
Consti tution.

2. The nmot or vehicles carrying "hi gh
dignitaries" specified by the Centra
Gover nient and their counterparts

specified by the State Governnent may

be fitted with red lights but the red

lights with or without flasher can be
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used only while the specified hi gh
dignitary is on duty and not otherw se.

The State Governments and Administration
of Union Territories cannot enlarge the
scope of the term"high dignitaries"
beyond what is prescribed in clauses
¢’ and d” of Notifications dated
11. 1. 2002 and 28.7.2005 issued by the
Central Government. Therefore, they shal
anmend t he r el evant rul es and
notifications to bring themin tune with
the 1989 Rules and notifications dated
11. 1. 2002 and 28.7.2002 issued by the
Central Government. This exercise nust be
conpl et ed wi thin a period of three
nmont hs.

The men in uniform operational agencies
whi ch require un-hindered access to the
roads for performance of their duty;

t hose engaged in energency duties such
as anbul ance services, fire services
emer gency nai ntenance etc, and police
vehi cl es used as escorts or pilots or for
| aw and order duties shall not be
entitled to have red I ights but
lights of other colours, e.g., blue,
white, multi-coloured etc.

No nmotor vehicles except those specified
in Rule 119(3) of t he 1989 Rul es or
simlar provisions contained in the rules
franed by the State Governnents or the
Adni nistration of Union Territories shal
be fitted with nulti-toned horns giving a
succession of different notes or with any
ot her sound produci ng device giving an
unduly harsh, shrill, loud or alarmnng
noi se.

The police officers and other authorities
entrusted with the task of enforcing the
provi sions of the 1988 Act and t he
Rul es franed thereunder nust discharge

their duties without any fear or favour

and shoul d i npose appropriate penalty on
those who vi ol ate t he pr ohi bi tion
contained in Rule 108(1) and Rule 119 and
simlar rul es franmed by t he State
Governments and the Admi nistration of
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Uni on Territories. The owners/users of
the vehicles fitted with nmulti-toned
horns other than those all owed to use



such horns under Rule 119(3) of the 1989
Rul es or corresponding rules framed by

t he State Gover nnment s and t he
Administration of the Union Territories
shall, within a period of one nonth from

t oday, renove the multi-toned horns.

The officers authorised to enforce the

provi sions of the 1988 Act and the rules
franmed t her eunder by t he Centra
Governnment, the State Governnents and the
Adm ni stration of Union Territories shal

al so ensure that mul ti-toned horns are
renoved fromall the vehicles except

t hose specified in rule 119(3) of the
1989 Rul es or corresponding rules framed

by t he State Government s and t he
Admi ni stration of Union Territories.

The Chief Secretaries of all the States

and t he Adm ni strators of Uni on
Territories shal | cause a notice
publ i shed in the newspapers having wi de
circulation in their respective States

and the Union Territories incorporating
the directions contained in this order

In the note submitted by the | earned

Solicitor Ceneral , it has been
nmentioned that C ause 51 of the Mbtor
Vehi cl es (Arendrent ) Bill, 2012

contains a provision for inposition of
enhanced penalty. That amendnent is not
shown to have been carried out so far

e hope and trust t hat t he
Legi sl ature will make appropriate

amendnent and make provi si on for
i nposi tion of adequate penal ty whi ch
may operate as det errent agai nst

m suse of the provisions of the 1989 Act

and the 1989 Rul es general ly and the

provi sions of Rules 108 and 119 in
particular. The State CGovernments and

the  Administration of t he Uni on

Territories shal | ei t her anmend t he

existing rules or frame appropriate rules

for inposing deterrent penalty on the

viol ators of t he rul es cont ai ni ng

prohi bi ti on agai nst t he use of red
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lights and multi-toned horns or s
devi ces. "

mlar

Now an application (I.A No.20 of 2014) has been filed

by the applicant-National Capital Territory of Delh

t hey

10. 12. 2013 and permt persons engaged in energency duty such

have requested to nmodi fy our ea

as anbul ance, fire services, energency maintenance,

armed forces to use red |ight/beacon on the vehicles al so

besi des ot her col our dependi ng on

requirenents.

, wher ei n,

rlier

or der dat ed

police and

their

operationa



The prayer so made by the applicant is not seriously

opposed by Shri Harish N Salve, |earned am cus curi ae.

Keeping in view the request made in the application, in
our opinion, if the prayer nmade in the application is granted,
it would not cause any prejudice to the petitioner or any

ot her person.

In that view of the matter, we nodify our order dated
10. 12. 2013 and permt persons engaged in energency duty such
as anbul ance, fire services, energency nmai ntenance, police and
armed forces to use red |ight/beacon on the vehicles al so
besi des ot her col our dependi ng on their operationa

requirenents.

We are informed by Shri Harish N Salve, |earned ami cus

curiae that till date only two States have filed their reply
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affidavits before this Court pursuant to the directions issued

by this Court.

If any other State wants to file reply, they can do so

before the final hearing of the matters.

Li st these matters on a non-m scel | aneous day in the

month of April, 2015.

(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Vi nod Kul vi)
Sr.P. A Assi stant Regi strar



