IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

ORDINARY ORIGINAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION (Cri) NO. /2023

Supreme Court and High Court
Litigants Association, Through

President Shri. Rashid Khan Pathan

Versus

Central Bureau of Investigation & Ors.

)
)

)...Petitioner

)...Respondents

INDEX
Sr. Particular Page Nos.
No
1 PROFORMA [-111
| 2 SYNOPSIS AP

3 PETITION 1-87
4 VAKALATNAMA CFA-C
5 MEMORANDUM OF ADDRESS e3-B
6 LIST OF DOCUMENTS eF-EL F
7 EXHIBIT A %%

A copy of the Screenshot from website of

Respondént No.1.
8 EXHIBIT B 4 -9% |




The copy of the FIR dated 25.07.2020,
registered at the Rajeev Nagar Police
Station bearing No. 241/2020, by Shri.
Krishan Kishor Singh

EXHIBIT C
The copy of the notification dated
04.08.2023, bearing No.9/C.B.I-80-
90/2020 HP-5101, the

Government of Bihar, to investigate

consent of

within the Rajiv /Nagar (District Patna)
under P.S Case No-241/2020

99-

10

EXHIBITD

The copy of the notification by the
Government of India, and same was
published in the gazette of India, Part-II,
Section 3 (ii) on 05.08.2020.

\D3
\oY

11

EXHIBIT E
The copy of the FIR registered by the CBI
on 06.08.2020

\0S -

112

EXHIBIT F
The copy of the Order of the Supreme
Court dated 19.08.2020, in the case of

Rhea Chakraborty v. State of Bihar,
(2020) 20 SCC 184

13

EXHIBIT G Colly
A copy of the detailed representation

submitted by the Petitioner on

17.08.2023, to Respondent No. 2 Hon’ble




Home Minister Shri. Amit Shah relation
to the alleged murder of Late. Sushant
Singh Rajput, Late. Ms. Disha Salian and
other heinous offences of child

trafficking, child abuses, etc.

14 | AFFIDAVIT-IN-SUPPORT 203 - 25

15 | ADVOCATES CERTIFICATE 9 ol

16 LAST PAGE 20+ -
DATE:

PLACE: MUMBAI

A7 e e

Advocott Fov Petitioner - Petitioner




IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

ORDINARY ORIGINAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION (Cri.) NO. /2023
Supreme Court and High Court )
Litigants Association, Through )
Its President Shri. Rashid Khan Pathan )...Petitioner
Versus
Central Bureau of Investigation & Ors. )...Respondents
Proforma
Office notes, office Court of Judges Order

memorandum  of  Coram,
Appearance, Court’s order of
direction and Prothonotary
order.




IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION (Cri.)) NO. _ /2023

Supreme Court and High Court

Litigants Association, Through

Its President Shri. Rashid Khan Pathan

Versus

Central Bureau of Investigation & Ors,

...Petitioner

)...Respondents

Appearance, Court’s order of
direction and Prothonotary
Lorder.

Proforma
Office notes, office Court of Judges Order |
memorandum  of  Coram,

My
{ SNDhasmge Y
4 Mumbaiieherashina
"\‘"@0' Reg.ho. 15378,




IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION (Cri) NO. ____ /2023
Supreme Court and High Court )
Litigants Association, Through )
Tts President Shri. Rashid Khan Pathan )...Petitioner
Versus
Central Bureau of Investigation & Ors. )...Respondents
Proforma
Office notes, office Court of Judges Order

memorandum of  Coram,
Appearance, Court’s order of

direction and - Prothonotary

order. |




IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CRIMINAL JURISDICTION
PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION (Cri.) NO. _ /2023

Supreme Court and High Court
Litigants Association, Through
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Versus

...Petitioner

Central Bureau of Investigation & Ors. )...Respondents
SYNOPSIS

Date Particulars Exhibit | Page
No.

25.07.2020 | An FIR was registered at the Rajeev | Exhibit
Nagar Police Station -bearing No. | B
241/2020, on 25.07.2020 by Shri.
Krishan Kishor Singh, the father of
late Bollywood actor Shri. Sushant
Singh Rajput against the Accused
Ms. Rhea Chakraborty; Mr. Indrajit
Chakraborty; Ms. Sandhya
Chakraborty; Mr, Showik
Chakraborty; Mr. Samuel Miranda;
Ms. Shruti Modi and other unknown
persons under Sections 120(B), 306,
341, 342, 380, 406, 420 and 506 of
Indian Penal Code, 1860.

04.08.2023 | The Government of Bihar, through ! Exhibit
its Home Department of Police |C
Branch had provided their consent
vide its notification  dated
04.08.2023, bearing No0.9/C.B.]-80-
90/2020 HP-5101, under Section 6
of the Delhi Police Establishment
1Act, 1946 (Act 25 of 1946), to
investigate/supervise and inquire
into the Rajiv /Nagar (District
Patna) under P.S Case No-
241/2020, dated 25.07.2020 related
to the Death of Bollywood Actor
Sushant Singh Rajput.




05.08.2020

On 05.08.2020, the Government of
India, through its Ministry of
Personnel, Public Grievances and
Pensions (Department of Personnel
and Training), had exercised its
power under Sub-Section (1) of
Section 5 r/w. Section 6 of the DSPE
Act, 1946.

Exhibit
D

06.08.2020

‘On 6% August 2020, the CBI had

registered a FIR with AC-VI Delhi
police station, bearing FIR No.
R(C2242020S0001.

Exhibit
E

A transfer petition was filed in the
Hon’ble Supreme

Court by Ms. Rhea Chakraborty,
pleading to transfer the investigation
to the Mumbai Police as the incident
had occurred within the jurisdiction
of the State of

Maharashtra.

19.08.2020

On 19.08.2020, the Hon’ble
Supreme Court, has entrusted the
Respondent No.l  with  the
responsibility of conducting an
impartial investigation into the
murder of Sushant Singh Rajput and
all related cases, the same is
stipulated in the case of Rhea
Chakraborty v. State of Bihar
(2020) 20 SCC 184

Exhibit

The Present Petition is filed for:

(i)  Direction to prosecute to
conduct the fair and
impartial investigation by
the Respondent No.1 and
add all the accused and
take appropriate action as
per law; and

(i) To direct Respondent No.
1, C.B.L. to immediately
start the custodial
interrogation  of  the
accused Aditya Thackeray




(iif)

(iv)

and others and submit the
detailed report within a
period of one month;

To direct Respondent No.
1 Director CBI, to register
an FIR under section 166,
218, 201, 409, 120(B) &
34 of the Indian. Penal
Code against the accused
investigation officers who
are guilty of their acts of
omission and commission
in helping the accused to
run  away from the
clutches of law;

To  direct  Advocate
General or any state
officer to file contempt
petition  before  the
Hon’ble Supreme Court
under Section 2(b), 12 of
the Contempt of Courts
Act, 1971 r/w 129, 142 of
the Constitution of India
against concermed CBI

. officials who had acted in

willful ~ disregard and
defiance of the specific
directions  given by
Hon’ble Supreme Court in
the present case and
thereby are guilty of
willful  disregard  and
defiance  of  specific
directions  given by
Hon’ble Supreme Court in
the case of Rhea
Chakraborty v. State of
Bihar, (2020) 20 SCC
184

Hence this Petition.




- CASE LAW TO BE REFERRED:-

As mentioned in the petition and other applicable authorities
pertainihg to the subject matter of the present petition, or any other
with the permission of this honorable court.
Acts to be referred:-

1. Constitution of India;

2. Indian Penal Code, 1860;

3. Code of Criminal Procedure 1973;

4. Tndian Evidence Act, 1872;

5

. Any other with the permission of this honorable court.

Date:

Place: Mumbai

" hae e

Advocate for Petitioner Petitioner
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. IN THE MATTER OF DIRECTION TO
THE RESPONDENTS TO
INVESTIGATE ~ THE  SERIOUS
OFFENCES  RELATED  WITH
MURDER OF DISHA SALIAN,

. SUSHANT SINGH RAJPUT AND
OTHER SERIOUS OFFENCES OF

CHILD ABUSES WITHIN THE TIME

BOUND MANNER.
Supreme Court and High Court )
Litigants Association, Through : )
President Shri. Rashid Khan Pathan )

1/B/3, Nityanand Baug, R. C. Marg, )

Chembur, Mumbai-400 074 )
Email I’d: aischela@gmail.com )
Mobile No: )...Petitioner
Versus
1. Central Bureau of Investigation )

Plot No.5-B, 6% Floor, CGO Complex, )

Lodhi Road, Jawaharlal Nehru Stadium - )



Marg, CGO Complex, Pragati Vihar, )
New Delhi -110003, India. )
2. Union of India )
Through its Chief Secretary, )
Ministry of Home Affairs, )
Government of India, . )
New Delhi- 110001, India )
3. State of Maharashtra )
Through Commissioner of Police )
Mumbai- 400001 | )...Respondents
To, |
THE HON’BLE CHIEF JUSTICE
AND OTHER PUSINE OF _THIS

HON’BLE COURT OF JUDICATURE

AT BOMBAY.

HUMBLE PETITION OF
==L An1111ON OF

THE PETITIONER OF
THE ABOVENAMED.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:.
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1. The Petitioner, herein referred to as the “Supreme Court and High
Court Litigants Association”, which is an organization
established for the Protection of fundamental right of the citizen

. and for the prhn@ purpose of safeguarding and promoting the
fundamental rights of the citizens, ensuring the observance of law
and order within the territoriél confines of the couniry and
educating the citizens their lawful rights as enshrined in the legal
statues. The guiding principle of the Petitioner’s éssociation isto
disseminéte the knowledge pertaining to the legal entitlement
inherent in our judicial framéwork, and to actively advocate for
enhanced transparency, equity, and due process within the

various arms of the administration.

2. The Petition is being filed through the President viz., Shii. Rashid
Khan Pathan, who is a dedicated Human Right Activists, who has
devoted his life by suppoﬁing the rights of individuals and
seeking justice for those who have been marginalized. In addition
to his work as an activist, he serves as thé President of the

Supreme Court and High Court Litigants Association, -a

prominent organization that collaborates with legal professionals
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being filed in the interest of the welfare of the citizens and in

good faith without having any personal interest,

- This petition is filed by the Petitioner, relating to the alleged
Murder case of Late Shri. Sushant Singh Rajput and Late Ms.
Disha Salian case, in conjunction with related heinous offenses,
includiﬁg Gang Rape, Child Trafficking, Child Abuses and other

transgressions unbeknownst to the general public.

- By way of this petition the Petitioner is seeking indulgence of
this Hon’ble Bombay High Court under Article 215, 226 and 227
of the Constitution of India, pertaining to the serious lapse in
ihvestigation and thereby directing the Respondént No.l to
complete the investigation in alleged ‘Murder’ of Late. Shri
Sushant Singh Rajput and Late Ms. Disha Salian’s éase, and also
to probe in the serious offences concerning to ‘Child trafficking,
Child Abuse’ and various serious offences as the same has been
disclosed by gathering of the evidence of unimpeachable or
sterling character. Whereas also the Petitioner request for
investigation under the supervision of this Hon’ble Bombay High

Court, as there is a long delay of more than 3 years in completion
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of investigation, arresting the authentic accused and in taking

proper action required as per the law.

5. Locus of the Petitioner:-

5.1. That, the petitioner is seeking directions for setting up the
criminal law in motion and therefore there is no embargo
upon him or any citizen in filing the petition.

5.2. In Manohar Lal vs Vinesh Anand, (2001) 5 SCC 407, it

is ruled that;

“Before adverting to the matter in issue and the
rival contentions advanced one redeeming
feature ought to be noticed here pertain to
Criminal jurisprudence: To pursue an offender
in the event of commission of an offence, is to
sub-serve a social need. Society cannot afford to
have a criminal escape his liability, since that

would bring about a state of social pollution,

which is neither desired nor warranted and this
is irrespective of the concept of locus. The
‘doctrine of locus-stancéi is totally foreign to
-~ criminal jurisprudence. This observation of ours

however obtains support from the decision of this
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Court in AR Antulay v. Ramdas Sriniwas Nayak

& Anr. : 1984 (2) SCC 500.”

5.3. Alsorelied on : Yashwant Sinha v. CBI, (2019) 6 SCC 1

- That the Respondent No.1 isa premier invest'igation agency of
the Government of India. It framework plays a pix}otal role in
the India’s criminal justice system and this case, especially when
if comes to high-stake and sensitive cases like any institution, it
has faced challenges, but its existence is a testament to the India’s
commitment to uphold the rules of law and address high-level
probe into the complex crimes.

6.1. On the website of the Respondent No.1, it has been stated .
-that CBI c'onducts inVestigations in the most professional
manner. It lays great empha51s on the use of science and
technology during i 1nvest1gat1ons It requires evaluation of
evidence by Forensic Laboratories and other experts such
as Government Examiners of Questioned Documents
(GEQDS). In addition to this, they have said that there is
multi-layer supervision in CBI. The evidence collected is
analyzed threadbare both by executive officers and law
ofﬁc_ers at multiple levels. Because of these fé.ctors, CBI

investigations often take time. Having said this, it is
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important to clarify that investigation of trap cases are
generally finished within a period of one month to three
months. OF late a great emphasis is being laid in CBI to
complete investigations at the earliest. It.has been decided
that investigation shall be completed within a period of
«One Year”. For the sake of convenience, '_che link is
mentioned herein and kindly refer to the Question No. 28
in the section of FAQS of their website.

“https://cbi.gov.iwfaq#:~:text=Because%20of%ZOall%ZO

these%20factors,one%20month%20to%20three%20mont

hs”. Hereto annexed and marked at “Exhibit-A” is the
copy of the Screeﬁshot from website of Respondent No.1.
It is clearly answered by the Respondent No.1 that they
investigate in the most professional manner and lays gréat
emphasis in use of science and technology, not only these
but they have also menﬁoned that within a period of One
Yedr they complete the mvestiéation. So why is
Respondent No.1 the most professional one is taking so
much time to investigate despite having great technqlogies

with them.
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7. Contempt of Hon’ble Supreme Court’s directions in Rhea

Chakraborty y. State of Bihar, (2020) 20 SCC 184, for

completing the investigation expeditiously.

7.1.

7.2

7.3.

7.4.

The Hon’ble Supreme Court has entrusted the Respondent

No.1_with the responsibility of conducting an_impartial

investigation into the murder of Sushant Singh Rajput and

all related cases. [Rhea Chakraborty v. State of Bihar,

(2020) 20 SCC 184].

The sentiments of the Iﬁajority of the citizens are
connected to the murders of Sushant Singh Rajput and
Disha Salian. Respecting these sentiments, the Hon’ble
Supreme Court has clearly stated that the faith of the
citizens should remain intact, and all kinds of doubts in the |
minds of the people should be descanted. Therefore, using
special powers under Article 142 of the Indian
Constitution, the Supreme Court has decided to entrust the
investigation of this matter with the Respondent No.1.
Late Mr. Sushant Singh Rajput was allegedly killed on 14t
June 2020,

An FIR was registered at the Rajeev Nagar Police Station
bearing No. 241/2020, on 25.07.2020 by Shri. Kr_ishan

Kishor Singh, the father of late Bollywood actor against
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the Accused Ms. Rhea Chakraborty; Mr. Indrajit
Chakraborty; Ms. Sandhya Chakraborty; Mr. Showik
Chakraborty; Mr. Satﬁuel Miranda; Ms. Shruti Modi and
other unknown persons under Sections 120(B), 306, 341,
342, 380, 406, 420 and 506 of Indian Penal Code, 1860.
Hereto annexed and marked as “Exhibit-B” is the copy of
the FIR dated 25.07.2020, registered at the Rajeev Nagar
Police Station bearing No. 241/2020, by Shri. Krishan
Kishor Singh.

That the Government of Bihar, through its Home
Department of Police Branch had provided their consent
vide its notification dated 04.08.2023, bearing No.9/C.B.I-
80-90/2020.HP-5101, under Section 6 of the Delhi Police
Establishment Act, 1946 (Act 25 of 1946), to
investigate/supervise and inquire into the Rajiv /Nagar'
(District Patna) under P.S Case No-241/2020, dated
25.07.2020 relate& to the Death of Bollywood Actor
Sushant Singh Rajput. Hereto annexed and marked as
“Exhibit-C” is the copy of the notification dated
04.08.2023, bearing No.9/C.B.I-80-90/2020 HP-5101, the

consent of Government of Bihar, to investigate within the
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Rajiv /Nagar (District Patna) under P.S Case No-
241/2020.
Pursuant to above and on dated 05.08.2020, the
Government of India, through its Ministry of Personnel,
Public Grievances ‘a_md Pensions (Department of Personnel
and Training), had exercised its power under Sub-Section
(1) of Section 5 r/w. Section 6 of the DSPE Act, 1946.
Hereto annexed and marked as “Exhibit-D" is the copy of
the notification by the Government of India, and same was
published in the gazeﬁe of India, Part-I, Section 3 (ii) on
05.08.2020.
That on 6" August 2020, the CBI had registered a FIR with
AC-VI Delhi police station, bearing’ FIR No.
RC2242020S0001. Hereto annexed and marked as
“Exhlblt-E” 1s the copy of the FIR registered by the CBI
on 06.08.2020.
A transfer petition was filed in the Hon’ble Supreme Court
by Ms. Rhea Chakraborty, pleading to transfer the
investigation to theé Mumbaj Police as the incident had

occurred within the jurisdiction of the State of

Mabharashtra.
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7.9. However, the Hon’ble Apex Court in Rhea Chakraborty

v. State of Bihar, (2020) 20 SCC 184, had ordered on 19th

August 2020, the CBI to investigate the matter of unnatural
death of the deceased actor.

“44. The actor Su;hant Singh Rajput was a talented

actor in the Mumbai film world and died well before

his full potential could be réalised. His family,

friends and admirers are keenly waiting the outcome

of the investigation so that all the speculations

floating around can be put fo rest. Therefore a fair,

competent and impartial investigation is the need of

the hour. The expected outcome then would be, a

measure of justice for the complainant, who lost his

only son. For the petitioner too, it will be the desired

justice as she herself called for a CBI investigaiion.
The dissemination of the real facts through unbiased
investigation would certainly result in justice for the
innocents, who might be the target of vilification
campaign. Equally importantly, when integrity and
crédibility of the investigation is discernible, the
trust, faith and confidence of the common man inthe

judicial process will resonate. When truth meets
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sunshine, justice will not prevail on the living alone
but after Life's fitful fever, now the departed will also
sleep well. Sat:vamevq Jayate.

45. In such backdrop, to ensure public confidence in
the investigation and to do complete justice in the
matter, this Court considers it appropriate to invoke
the powers conferred by Article | 42 of the
Constirution; As a Court exercising lawful jurisdiction
Jor the assigned roster, no impediment is seen for
| exercise of plenary power in the present matter.
Therefore, while according approval for the ongoing
CBI investigation, if any other case is registered on
the death of the actor Sushant Singh Rajput and the
surrounding circumstances of his unnatural death,
CBI is directed to investigate the new case as well Iz;

is ordered accordingly.”
Hereto annexed and marked as “Exhibit F” is the copy of
the Order of the Supreme Court dated 19.08.2020, in the

case of Rhea Chakraborty v. State of Bihar, (2020)20 SCC

184.

The citizens of the couhtry are eagerly awaiting for the

finality from the Respondent No.1, in the case of Sushant
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Singh Rajput and Disha Salian it has been nearly 3 years
since the Respondent No.l1 have been conducting the
inquiry. This is a clear case of deliberate disregard and
wilful defiance of the binding directions issued by the

Supreme Court in this case.

8. The Respondent No.1 has violated Article 14, 19 and 21 of the
Constitution of India, by holding the investigation and no any
clarification is provided, this act of lackness shows that the
Respondent No.l1 are shielding the culprits, who are freely
roaming outside wi_thout any fear, and with such acts the

- Respondent No.l are disregarding‘the sentiment of the general
public. In light of such an act the legal action should be initiated

against the guilty officers under Sections 218, 201, 166 and 120

(B) r/w. 34 of the Indian Penal Code, 1860.

9. The summary of the case of Late Sushant Singh Rajput’s and

Late Ms. Disha Salian:

9.1. That the Late Shri. Sushant Singh Rajput was a prominent
Bollywood actor, he had worked tremendously in many
films and serials. His sudden death has caused a lot of pain

and grief in the hearts of the citizens, he was the youth who



9.2.

9.3.

9.4,
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had ulterior motives in his life and through his acting in the
film industry he has won many hearts, and his performance
was highly appreciatéd. He has done various successful
films in his acting career. Whereas beyond acting, Late
Sushant Singh Rajput was also interested in astrophysics,
space and celestial bodies and was a passionate enthusiast
of the cosmos.

Tragically, the sudden death of the Late. Sushant Singh

Rajput, caused ultimate anguishes amongst the citizens,

who surprisingly passed away on 14% June, 2020, just few

- days after the death of hisezﬁanager viz., Late Ms. Disha

Salian, she was found dead on 8t June 2020.

Later on, both of the untimely deathé sparked a significant
amount of media attention, public anguish, and debates
regarding various speculations; the challenges of the film
industry, and the nature of celebrity culture in India,
“Bollywood Mafia” and numerous other dirt’s carties
inside the film industry,

Many of the probes had taken place by various agencies
such as the Central Bureay of Investigation, Narcoﬁcs
Control Bureau, Enforcemen’g Directorate, etc. ' Several

other celebrities were also called for the interrogation
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linked to the death of the Late Shri. Sushant Singh Rajput.
Many factors have come across like offences in drugs,
child trafficking, child abuse, rape cases, etc., all these are
speculations and theories that emerged largely through law
enforcement agencies and the mainstream media, and on

the evidences gather.

10. Prima facie charges based on available evidence are as follows:

10.1.

10.2.

Central Minister, Mr. Narayan Rane and his Son Mr.
Nitesh Rane, a member of Maharashtra Legislative
Assembly, have levelled the accusation backed by solid
evidence. In these accusations, the main suspect’s name
emefging is that of a former Minister Aditya Thackeray. -
Apart from the allegations relating to two murders, thete
are allegations relating to atrocities committed on young
children .

BJP legislator Mr. Nitesh Rane, Central Minister Mr.
Narayan Rane, and several other witnesses have made
available brief information regarding the allegations made
against the main accused in this case, Aditya Thackeray.
The list of these allegations can be found in all major

newspapers and TV channels. The list is provided below.
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10.3. Disha Salian death case: BJP's Nitesh Rane demands narco
test of Aditya Thackeray, the_ link of the video is

hereunder;

“https:/lwww.indiatodav.in/indiafvide0/dishaésalian-

death-case-bip-nitesh—rane-demands-narco—test—of-

aaditya-thackeray-231225 9-2022-12-227.

10.4. That the news channel India Today had on 23rd December
2022, at 17:45, had published an article, which says that
“What’s behind calls for Aaditya Thackeray’s harco
test in Disha Salian case”
“Celebrity manager Disha Salian’s death case was
raked up in Maharashtra Assembly on December 22
and Deputy CM Devendra Fadna\.fis ordered SIT

probe”. The said article is available on the link

mentioned herein below:

“ht‘tps://vvww.indiatodav.in/mdia/story/aaditva-

thaékerav-narco-test-in—disha-salian-c-ase-23 12777-

2022-12-23”.
10.5. That Late Ms. Disha Salian was allegedly assaulted by a
group, murdered and subsequently thrown from her

building. In addition to Late. Ms. Salian, was also
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10.7.
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purportedly killed. An eyewitness present at the location at
the time provided a statement that was broadcasted on
News Nation channel on 18.09.2020. The recording of this
statement has been handed over to the Respondent No.1.

The Link of the said video is mentioned herein below:l

Link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gp[2ml.hZ018
Title: Direction's flat eyes saw reality, Watch Damdaar 10
Whereas the said witness has claimed that the bodyguards
of a minister from the Maha;ashtra Government are.
involved in the ﬁlcident_ and that the witness has disclosed
only part of the full story.

The said MLA Shri. Nitesh Rane, had levied allegations
based on evidence he possessed. He. has spoken in the
Maharashtra State Assembly about handing over a pen
drive related to the matter to the Respondent No.1 (CBI).
This evidence allegedly implicates Aditya Thackeray as
the primary suspect in the criminal conspiracy to destroy
evidence related to the murders of both Disha Salian and
Sushant. Singh Rajput. At the timé of the incidents, Aditya

Thackeray held the position of State Environment

- Minister, and his father, Mr. Uddhav Thackeray, was the

Chief Minister of the State. He has also claimed that an
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10.9.
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cyewitness has narrated to him the incident. The same has
been expressed by Lokinat through its e-news article,
Wwhich was published on 25" March, 2022, at 2:00 pm. The
YouTube video of the said lokmat news channel is
mentioned herein below;

“https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=9tt rchArMs”

Maharashtra: ‘Sushant Singh was about to reveal the
secret of Disha Salian’s murder, so he was murdered’,
Union Minister Narayan Rane told the evidence of the

murder

Link: l_lﬁps://Www.newsncr.com/national/maharashtra-

sushant-singh—was-about-to-reveal-the-secret-of—disha.—

salians-murder—so-he-Was-murdered-union—ministe-r—

narayan-rane-told-the-evidence-of-the-murder/
Aaditya Thackeray will get into jail for Disha’s

murder: BJP leader Narayan Rane

Link: httns://www.deccanherald_.conﬂindia/aadi'tva-

thaékerav-will-get-into-iaiI-for-disha-s-murder—bi D-

leader-narayan-rane-907288.html

10.10.Not suicide: BJP leader Narayan Rane says Sushant

Singh Rajput was murdered
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Link:

https -/www.indiatoday.in/movies/celebrities/story/not-

suicide-narayan-rane-says-sushant-singh-rajput-was-

murdered-1707731-2020-08-04

10.11.The news channel Times Now had uploaded a tweet on
11% August 2020, regarding call records of Rhea
Chakraborty. The said video says that 44 calls were made
to someone with initial AU. Whereas the Respoﬁdent No.1
was probing into.the said angle and were trying to find out
who the AU is, but no any outcome has been provided by
the Respondent. Whereas the said tweets says that Rhea
Chakraborty has made calls to Mahesh Batt after the death
of Disha Salian i.e., from 8% of June, 2020 till Sushant

Singh Rajput died. Whereas the link of the said tweet is

mentioned herein below:

“https://twitter.com/TimesNow/status/l293166407 195

- 090944%ref sre=twsrc%SEtfw % 7Ctwcamp % SEtweet

embed % 7Ctwterm %5E1293166407195090944%7Ctw

'gr%35Ed646abd3debc7bbdfbalef8278747 9¢3990ed079

% 7Ctweon%SEsl &ref url=https%3A Y2FY%2Fww

w.india.com%2Fentertainment%2Fbollywood-news-

aditva-thackerays-name-crops-up-again-in-sushant-
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singh-raiJ;ut—death-case-as-rhea-chakrabortvs-call—

log-shows-au-dialled-multiple-times-4110044 %2 F*

10.12.The tv9 Marathi news has published an e-news article on
24th August 2020, After the demise of Disha Salian, who
made internet calls or any calls from her mobile? No
investigation has been conducted. The link of the said

news article is mentioned herein

“https:llwww.tv9marathi.com/latest-news/internet—

calling-made-by-disha-salian-nhone—after—her-death-
259945 htm]”

10.13. As per the news article of India.com, had published on 13t
August, 2020, under the title as “Aditya Thackeray’s
Name Allegedly Crops Up Again In Sushant Slngh
Rajput Death Case As Rhea Chakraborty’s Call Log
Shows ‘AU’ Dialled Multiple Times

Rhea Chakraborty's call recdrds show she dialled someone

with initials 'AU" multiple times in the last few months as
the probe in Sushant Singh Rajput's death case intensifies.

The said article reads as under in verbatim;

“Actor Rhea Chakraborty‘s phone details are
doing the rounds as she continues to be questioned

by the Enforcement Directorate in the money
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laundering case on the basis of the FIR filed
by Sushant Singh Rajput s father KK Singh. News
‘channel Times Now reported that one of the
frequently called people among Rhea’s call-log is
someone with iﬁitials AU. The report mentioned
that the actor, who's accused of abetting SSR’s
alleged suicide, made multiple calls to a
mysterious person whose number was saved as
AU. However, the report suggested that when the
number was dialled someone with the initials
‘SU’ received it. It is believed that these call logs
and ‘AU’-is one of the major angles of the probe
for CBI currently. Earlier, various news reporis
mentioned that Rhea had made around 150 calls

to Mahesh Bhatt, 808 calls to former business

manager Shruti Modi, and had called Sushant
147 times i‘n the last six months.”
The link of the said article is mentioned herein;

“hitps://www. india.com/entertainment/bollywoo -

d-news-aditya-thackerays-name-crops-up-

again-in-sushdn t-singh-rajput-death-case-as-
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rhea~ckakrabortvs—call—log—slzows-au-dialled~

multiple-times-4110044/

Due to these reasons, certain officials from the Mumbai
Police reportedly attempted to suppress the investigation.
The CCTV footage from Late Ms. Disha Salian building
during the time of the incident was allegedly tampered
with or removed. The building’s entry and exit iog, which
records visitors, was purportedly destroyed. This matter
was detailed extensively by Republic TV 611 21.09.2020.
The link and title of the said article is mentioned herein

below:

Link: l_mps://www.renublicworld.comfindia—news/law-

and—order/disha-case-cctv-footage-wiped-diarv-

tampered-security-replaced-s.html

Title: Disha Case: 'CCTV Footage Wiped, Diary
Tampered, Security Replaced,' Says Guard's Brother.

Recent Revelations on Saam TV- Based on the recent

interview given by Mr, Nitesh Rane on Saam TV channel

on 11.07.2023, it has been established that the matter is of
grave concern. It is alleged that minors have been
subjected to abuse after being brought from orphanages

(NGOs). There are claims linking these incidents to the
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deaths of Disha Salian and Sushant Singh Rajput. Some
believe that Aditya Thackeray and his associates were
involved in crimes against these childrén, including
abuse, assault, and child trafficking. It’s claimed that
Disha Salian attempted to'.save one of these children and
informed Sushant Singh Rajput about the same.
Following this. It’s alleged that Disha was murdered, and
later Sushant Singh Rajput faced the same fate, with
attempts made to portray it as a suicide. That the title and

link are mentioned herein below:

Title; Nitesh Rane News | Uddhav Thackeray U1 RS

T AT frawT 70 giE Sty aEe!

Link:https://www .youtube.com/watch ?v=xPz6 FAfOMR4

&t=3s

Date: 11.07.2023

Revé]ation from Hollywood star: Mr. Mel Gibson, a
renowned Hollywood actor, had made startling
revelations about the abuse of young children. He alleges
that certain individuals with perverse mindsets not only

abused these children but also consumed a serum named
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*Adrenaline’ produced from their blood after instilling

extreme fear in them, which, according to these
individuals, aids in their longevity and youthfulness. The
title and link of the said video is mentioned herein below:
Title: Mel Gibson Provided '"Valuable Intelligence' on
Child Trafficking for Doc

Link: https://Www.newsweek.com/mel-gibson-nrovided-

valuable-intelliEence-child-trafﬁcking-docuseries-

1805492

Date: 09.06.2023.

Nitesh Rane on Uddhav Thackeray | ﬁmmm
S5d 31PN AR WA el SpT

Link:httns://www.wutube.com/watch?v¥ZbrAkAXKVf

4

11. A key witness in the case, Mrs. Deepti Punit Rajput, hag

elaborated on'the “Sushant Singh Rajput (SSR) Diaries’ which

contains detailed writings from a digital diary penned by Sushant

Singh Rajput. She has also given this Evidence to the Respondent

No.l..
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That Mrs. Dipati Punit Raj put, in her interview title with
“SSR Diaries” or “Sushant Singh Rajput Diaries”, has
asserted that the possession of evidence of multiple
offenses stored across eight hard disks. A concise
summary of all those videos is p_rovidec_l herein. That
Mrs. Dipti had around 8 parts of video has been ascribed
by her to the citizens and same the links of the video are

mentioned herein below:

(Mentioned here is a English Link)

SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinnati

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0CXjxsSgdRké&li

st=PLv5iE2jcRO_75ulkPXeXE3HSrsF37 aNi

(Mentioned here are Hindi links)

(HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 1

https://www&outube.éonﬂﬁgtch?w3TOsthmDFmA

(HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 2

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=xoiNMiv03M8
b

(HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 3
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=oEEJ7] bktS1

(HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 4

httns://www.voutube.com/watch?v=Algm Rudyrg

(HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 5

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=i{FKiiH8I?2 A

(HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 6

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Sq0sHIHBTMw

(HINDT) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 7

h_ttps://www.voutlibe.conﬂwatch?v=6uzGquFSsE

#SSR diaries part 8 by Deepti Pinniti _

h’rtDs://wvwv.voutube.com/watch?v_=(inNszfom0

11.2. That from the drive articulz_lted by Mrs. Dipti Pinniti, the
drive provides information pertaining to several major
mafias and grave offenses. It is imperative that if such
information articulated by her are found false, then it was
the duty of the Respondent No.1 to investigate and to
initiate proceédings against those disseminating false
information.

11.3. The indifference of the Respo'ndent‘No.l is beyond the

understanding of the common man.
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12.Analysis and documentation of the Post-Mortem procedures and

associated controversies concerning the demise of Late Sushant

Singh Rajput:

12.1.

12.2.

12.3.

When late Sushant Singh Rajput’s body was brought in
for post-mortém, a ward boy present at the scene alleged
on TV that it wasn’t a suicide but a murder. He claimed
to hat‘re observed multiple injury marks and broken limbs
on the deceased.

‘Sushant was punched in his eye’: Autopsy staffer
says he didn’t trust Uddhav govt, ready to record his

statement with probe agencies

f Link: httﬁs://www.opindia.com/ZOZle2/sushant-

punched-in-his-eve-autopsy-staff-says-he-didnt-

trust-uddhav-govt/

Contested AITIMS Report: The port mortem report issued
by ATIMS, which attempted to present the death as a
suicide, is being challenged as fabricated. Various

experts have shared their opinions on several. news

channels. A statement from Dr. Sudhir Gupta, head of the
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post-mortem team at ATIMS, is deemed crucial in this
regard. |
It is important to note that on 28% September 2020,
ATIMS released the contested post-mortem report, ‘the
director of AIIMS was Dr. Randeep Guleria. He is
accused of disseminating false information, leading to
people taking a harmful COVID vaccine. He. is being
held responsible for severa] resulting deaths, and the
Bombay High Court has also issued a notice to him in
connection with the alleged murder of Dr. Snehal
Lunawat.

Title: Bombay HC issues notice to Central Government,
Bill Gates, Serum Institution over pleé c')n alleged Covid
Vaccine death.

Link:

https://timesofmdia.indiatimes.com/india/bombay-hé-

issues—notice-—to-central-govt-bill—gates-serum—institute-

over-plea-on-alleged-covid-vaccine-

death/articleshow/93962738 .cms

Date: 03.09.2022.
Given the aforesaid, the credibility of AIIMS’s post-

mortem report is in serious doubt.
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The Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Dayal Singh

Vs Stafe (2012) 8 SCC 263, had ordered action against

the doctor who issued false post-mortem report to save
the accused.

Disha Salian's post-mortem report says she had multiple
injuries. The important point.in the post-mortem report is
about sexual assault. Title: Disha Salian's post-mortem
report has revealed that she suffered head and
multiple injuries because of falling from the 14th
floor. Disha was Sushant Singh Rajput's ex-manager.
Link:

https ://ww.indiatodav.in/movies/celebrities/storv/'excl

usive-disha-salian-post-mortem-report-multiple-

unnatural—iniuries-l708095-2020-08-05

In numerous cases, the Hon’ble High Courts and the
Hon’ble Supreme Court have taken action against those
involved in creating fabricated reports, includ'jng.'
investigation officers, prime suspects, government
lawyers, and magistrates under Section 166, 201, 218,
192, 193, 199, 200, 471, 474, 109, 120(B), 34 etc. of .

Indian Penal Code, 1860, as evidenced by State of

Maharashtra Vs. Kamlakar Bhavsar 2002 ALL MR
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(Cri) 2640, Salma Babu Shaikh Vs State of

Maharashtra 2008 MhLJ (Cri) 3182, _Kodali

Purnachandra Rao Vs. Public Prosecutor, (1975) 2
SCC 570.

12.9. Various media outlets, the public, organization, and
numerous activists have demanded the creation of anew
forensic team to verify the veracity of the post-mortem
report. Advocate Vikas Singh, the President of Supreme
Court Bar Association, has tweeted about this issue, on

4% Qctober 2020.

Link:https://twitter.com/vikassinghSrAdv/ status/131273

3064057946112

Date: 4% October 2020. |

12.10. The officers of the Central Bureau of Investigation
(CBI) ie., Respondent No.l, has not taken any
significant action in this fnatter, cdntinuously
undermining the sentiments of the public and appearing

indifferent to their concerns,

13. In the case of Ragbir Singh V. State of Haryana, (1980) 3 SCC

70, the Supreme Court has convicted a Police for life

imprisonmenf under Section 302 of the Indian Pena] Code, 1860,
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for fabricating a false story to portray a murder as suicide. The

court asserted that if the faith of the people is lost then it is very

difficult to regain it. It is possible to deceive a few people

sometimes, but it is unfeasible to continuously deceive the all

people.

“If...] A trial for murder followed, a conviction under

Sec. 302 was entered and eventually the High Court

confirmed the conviction and sentence of life

imprisonment so far as the petitioner was concerned.

A false explanation of suicidal hanging was set up by

the police officer-accused but this was rejected [...]

the courts below concurrently found the guilr of the
petitioner proved beyond reasonable dolubt..
[.]
Strenuous submissions have been made to us by Shri
Mulla to discredit the prosecution version of murder
but we are not in the least convinced thaf there is any
error in the appreciation or the conclusion.
4. We conclude with the disconcerting note sounded
by Abraham Lincoln:

“If youA once forfeit the confidence Qf your

fellow citizens you can never regain their
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respect and esteem. 1t is true that you can fool
all the people some of the time, and some of the
people all the time, but you cannot Sool all the
people all the time. |

2. We are deeply disturbed by the diabolical recurrence

of police torture resulting in a terrible scare in the

minds of common citizens that t_heir lives and liberty

are under a new peril when the guardians of the law

gore human rights to death. The vulnerability of

human rights assumes a lraumatic, torturesome

poignancy, the violent violation is perpetrated by the

police arm of the State whose function is fo protect the

citizen and not to commit gruesome offences against
them as has happened in this case.

3. The State, at the highest administrative and

political levels,‘ we hope, will organise special

Strategies to prevent and punish brutality by police

methodology. Otherwise, the credibility of the rule of

law in our Republic vis-a-vis the people of the country

‘will deteriorate, ”
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14.A witness who was present at the party which was hosted at the
place of Late Disha Salian, who has seen and knows the reality
of the incidents has revealed to News Nation channel that a total
of 6 people were present in the party, including Disha Salian’s
fiancé Rohan Roy. The eyewitness had disclosed the entire
narrative on 18® September 2020, whereas fdr the ease the entire
narrative is mentioned ‘herein below:

“The witness has claimed that he reached the place of

incident (ie. Disha Salian’s residence) between 9-9.30

pm on the night of 8" June 2020. He was accompanied

by his friend was also a friend of Disha Salian,

hereinafter called as ‘The Victim’. The witness did not
know the victim persbnally. This friend of witness has
. been missing till date.
There were some 10-12 people present in the party at
the victim's residence including some of her ﬁiends,
out of which he knew 3-4 people but their identities
were not disclosed by the witness. The witness also
claimed that he and his friend were not under the
influence of alcohol. The party was very normal at 9 pm
until 1 hour. After an .ho‘ur, 4 persons including a

minister’s security, a son of a Bollywood actor and two
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Jriends of her were repeatedly going in and out of the

room in which the victim was present. At around 12 am,

- one of those 4 persons came out and escorted us to

another room and asked usr lo stay there by saying
“Chup baitho, problem hua hai.” The witness and his
Jriend along with few people were kept in the other
room for 2 hours where they could hear the
conversatiéns of other people which caused suspicions
among the people in the room. Disha s Jiancé Rohan
Rai was also with us in our room.

The witness has alleged that the private secretary and

one of a close friend of the victim were involved in rape

of the victim. 'fhe witness has also clai?ned that the
victim was dead before inside her residence on her bed
and then thrown out of the window. The victim was
seemed to be seen fo be lying below a white blanke.t
naked and this incident was seen by witness and the
flancé of the victim when they were held in the other
room which was opposite to the victim’s room. At

around 2.30, the witness and his Jriend were escorted

out of the building ﬁom the backside of the building
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directly to Dadar station and were threatened to stay-
quiet and not to narrate anything about this incident.
The witness knew who all were part of this heinous act
but couldn’t disclose the names due to fear. The witness
refrained from naming the accused involved in this
horrific incident until he was on live media. The witness
also raised the fact that his friend who took him to the
victim’s party, who was also a friend of the victim is
missing till date aﬁd his whereabouts are unknown.”
The entire video is of 17:08 and same is available on

the YouTube channel of News Nation beéring link:

“https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=gpl2mLh7018”

under title “Direction’s flat eyes saw reality, watch

Damdaar 10”

15.That there was an e-article, which was pl_.lblished by NEWS NCR,
on 19 February, 2022, under the headlines Maharashtra:

‘Sushant Singh was about to reveal the secret of Disha Salian’s

murder, so he was murdered’, Union Minister Narayan Rane

told the evidence of the murder,

15.1. In the said e-news article the Union Minister viz., Mr.

Narayan Rane, had held a press conference on 19"
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February 2022, in Mumbai at 11:30 am, whereas the said
union minister had revealed and had reiterated his claim
by saying that Sushant Singh Raj put knew all the secrets
of Dishan Salian’s murder. He was about to reveal it. He
had said that he was not going to leave anyone. That’s
why he was murder. That the said 'minister had also
counted some evidence.
15.2. That Shri. Narayan Rane had also raised queries by |
saying that how did the CCTV disappear on 13% June?

AN How did it go so bad that day? Who tore the pages related

L,
3N, Draeatfe *

~to 8" June of the register registering the entry of people
b oo e .
\, i AR

entering the building? Why Disha Salian’s post-mortem
report has not come till now, it has been seven months? -
Who destroyed the evidence of Disha Salian’s murder?
Sushant Singh’s friend was Roy, where did he disappear?
A servant named Sawant used to work in Sushant’s
house, where did he go, disappeared? Where did the
watchman of Disha Salian’s building go, disappeared?
15.3. The said article is mentioned hereunder for the sake of
com%enience, which reads as;
“Narayan Rane said, “Sushant Singh knew all the

secrets of Disha Salian’s murder. He was about to
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reveal it. He had said that he was not going to leave
anyone. That's why he was murdered. 4 red light
vehicle had come.” It was the minister’s car.
Sushant was caught and killed by four people.”
Narayan Rane

Maharashtra’s veteran BJP leader and Union

Minister Narayan Rane (Narayan Rane) had made

- a tweet on Friday and claimed that actor Sushant

Singh Rajput (Sushant Singh Rajput) and. his

.manager Disha Salian (Disha Salian) did not

commit §uicide, but was murdered. After this, today
(February 19, Saturday) he held a press confereﬁce
in Mumbai at.] 1:30 in the morning to reveal it. In
this press conference, he reiterated his claim and
also counted some evidence. Narayan Rane said,
“Disha Salian was raped and murdered on June 8.
She was refusing to go to the party. Still he was
called forcibly. Then raped and murdered. The
CCTV footage of the building was correct before
June 8.I qu did the CCTV disappear on 13th June?
How did it go bad that day? Who tore the pages

related to June 8 of the register registering the entry
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of people entering the building? Why Disha Salian’s
post-mortem report has not come till now, it has
been seven months? Who destroyed the evidence of
Disha Salian’s murder? Police force was present in
that party. Under whose protection were those
policemen there, this thing is not coming out why?
Narayan Rane further said, “Sushant Singh knew
all the secrets of Disha Salian’s murder. He was
about to reveal it. He said that he is not going to
leave anyone. That’s why he was murdered. A red
light car had come, the minister’s car. Sushant was
caught and killed by four people. Why was an
ambulance  called only for a particular person?
Sushant Singh’s friend was Roy, where did he
disappear? A servant named Sawant used to work
in Sushant’s house, where did he 8o, disappeared?
Where did the watchman of Disha Salian’s building
80, disappeared? The list of murders is very long.
Who killed Ramesh More? Who killed Jayant
Jadhav? No one can digest murder case. Don t
force us to go deeper. I am not going to tolerate if I

put my feet on the tail ”
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16. Whereas the forensic experts Dr. Dinesh Rao, says to the

news channel viz., OpIndia Staff, on 18%® September 2020,

that “This needs to be investigated and it definitely leads to a

possible case of homicide”.

16.1.

16.2.

16.3.

16.4.

Whereas the said Dr. Dinesh Rao, says that Dishan Salian
‘had both pre-fall and post-fall injuries. Later he had said
that there were definitely two sets of injuries that I
noticed. One of them being pre-fall injuries, and another
set of injuries are obviously due to the fall ffoﬁl height.

This needs to be investigated and it definitely leads to a

~ possible case of homicide.

The expert has also added that Dishan Salian was
assaulted or tortured, or might have been the reason she
had tried to escape the aséault. They can be resistant
injuries from the attack.

That the said Dr. Dinesh Rao has been a Professor and
Head of the Department of forensic medicine at The
Oxford Medical College, Hospital & Research Centre,
Bengaluru. He i§ a former Director and chief forensic
pathologist in Kingston, Jamaica.

The said e-news article is having link as

“https://www.opindia.com/2020/09/disha-salian-pre-
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post-fall-injuries-forensics-expert-dinesh-rao/”;
under the title “Disha Salian had both pre-fall -and

post-fall injuries: Forensics expert Dr Dinesh Rao”.

17. The Respondent No.1 should thoroughly investigate Disha

Salian’s fiancé Mr. Rohan Rai, as he is the main witness and

knows the bitter truth of Disha's death. Whereas Mr.

Rohan Rai, opens up two years after her death.

17.1. Whereas Rohan Rai had stated untruthful facts/incident
of Disha Salian’s death to Times of India.

17.2. The post-mortem report of Disha Salian’s states that her

body was recovered Nude. The same can be seen
1;/.3. ‘On the contrary to the afore-stated Mr. Rohan Rai, the
fiancé of Disha says in an interview with Times of India
that;
“Her last call was to her school friend in London:
Everything happened within Jfive minutes. I took the
phone from Disha to talk to her Jriend, while she
went to the master bedroom. A few minutes later, I
knocked on the door; but there was no answer. Since
the door wasn't locked, I opened it and saw some

“alcohol spilled over the bed. I assumed that she was
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changing her clothes in the bathroom and went
back. A few minutes later, a friend and I knocked
again. On getting no answer, I rushed into the
bathroom but she wasn't there. We searched the
entire flat and started getting worried. We once
again went inside the master bedroom and started
checking the wardrobes as well. By this time, all of
us were in a state of panic. That's whek I noticed
that the window in the master bedroom was open.
When I looked down from there, I first recognised

her pyjamas on the ground. I was zapped and asked

my friend, Kya hai yeh?' I went into denial and
started slapping myself. It felt like a bad dream.
Then I stood on the parapet thinking that I would
also jump. My friends pulled me back. Soon, the
police alsé arrived. They asked me to remove my
clothes to examine my body for any fight marks and
also searched the ﬁouse. Some of our friends rushed
Disha to the hospital. The first two hospitals denied
entry, and the third one that agreed to admit her

" declared her dead on arrival.”
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The Link of the said news article is mentioned

hereunder;

“https:/timesofindia.indiatimes.com/tv/news/

hindi/exclusive-disha-salians-fianc-rohan-
2ngvexclusive-disha-sasans-flanc-rohan-

rai-opens-up-two-years-after-her-death-says-

i-received-thousands-of-threats-

and%ZOabuses'/articleshow/955077145.cms”.
From his aforecaptioned it can be implicit that either Mr.
Rohan Rai is stating false narrative or he is under some
pressure and choosing not to state the truth in the public,
or Rohan Rai is allegedly saving the murderers.
According to a sensational revelation, Rohan Rai did not
immediately rush downstairs after her féll and took

almost 20 to 25 minutes to show up after Disha fell from

the 14% floor apartment. It has been said that Rohan Rai,

in fact, had to be called several times by neighbors on the

~ building’s intercom before he came down to check on

17.6.

Disha Salian. According to a report by Republic TV,
many eyewitnesses have attested the same.

On contrary to the aforesaid, there is an exclusive
statement made by one of. the close_st friend of Disha

Salian, the article read thus;
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“Disha Salian was partying with her friends and
fiancee, and after consuming a considerably
large amount of alcohol, she felt depreslsed and
said no one cares for anyone anymore. A friend
present at the party asked Disha to stop being a
part): pooper and after that, she went inside her
bedroom and locked herself in. Sometime later
when she didn't answer the knocks, her fiancee
and ﬁ‘iends pushed opened the door and found

that she had. fallen off the balcony and ran

downstairs. She was alive when the group went
downstairs and they rushed her to the hospital
where she was declared dead. This detail is part
of a message shared by Disha's close friend who
had spoken to one of the friends present at the
party. This message has also been shared on the
college friends WhatsApp group which Disha
was a part of, and upon verification, the police
found the facts to be true.”

17 7. Itis clear that there are contradictory statements made by

a close friend of Disha Salian and fiancee Rohan Rai, this
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needs to be investigated by the Respondents who is

telling the truth.

18. Based on the available evidence, the preliminary charges in

35, Dhizage
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the case are established as follows:

18.1.

18.2,

18.3.

On 8th of June, 2020, a party was held at Soorgj
Pancholi's residence, several minors were allegedly
brought throﬁgh the intermediation of an NGO for the
purpose of sexual exploitation. It is alleged that_ Aditya

Thackeray engaged in improper conduct, namely sexual

exploitation, with these minors. This purported action led

to. a disagreement between him and Disha Salian. At the
time of the incident, Aditya 'Thackeray was allegedly
under the influence of drugs.

After the said incident, Disha Salian left for her own flat
as she had hosted a party at her residence and had invited
some 0f her friends. -

She informed Sushant Singh Rajput over tﬁe phone about
the incident that occurred at the place of Sooraj Pancholi.

Some people claim that this conversation was recorded.
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When Disha Salian reached her apartment, after a short

span of time, some of the bodyguards of Aditya

| Thackeray and he himself arrived at Disha's apartment.

Disha Salian was gang-raped, she was brutally murdered -
and later subsequently thrown off her building. Efforts
are highly made t6 interpret the murder as suicide casé
by our Mumbai Police. However, her body was fouhd
Without"ény clothes on it (nude dead body). Apart from
Ms. Salian, another girl, was also murdered.
Eyewitnesses present at the apartment at the time have
given statements on this matter to News 18. Whereas the
news channel i.e. News 18 had aired the recording of the
eyewitness’s statement on their channel ana has also
mentioned submitting it to Respondent No.1. In relation
to this, Central Minister Narayan Rane and Legislator
Nitesh Rane have also spoken about providing all the
evidence to the Respondent No.1, in a pen drive.

Ms. Salian’s body was found approximately 10-15 feet
away from the society’s compound, a position that
impossible with a case of any suicide. Whereas in case of

suicide pérson falls straight. This suggests the possibility
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that the body was deliberately thrown from the 14th floor
of her building.

The crucial aspect of dead body was naked.

The CCTV footage from the time of Disha Salian’s
incident at her building has been mysteriously erased.
Additionally, the register that tracks the entry and exit of
the people in the building was also destroyed. This was

elaborately reported by News18 on 21.09.2020.

. The witness mentioned that the bodyguards of a minister

from the Maharashtra government are involved in the

case, and the witness is only revealing half of the story.

18.10. After Disha’s Death, her phone remained in use for

several hours. Mumbai Police has not provided any

answer regarding this.

18.11.Shri. Nitesh Rane has made allegations based on

evidence and has mentioned giving pen drive containing
the evidence to the Respondent No. 1, in the Maharashtra
State Assembly. He has named Aditya Thackeray as the
prime accused in the murder of Disha Salian and Sushant
Singh Rajput, and in the criminal conspiracy to erase the

evidence of these crime.
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18.12. At the time of the incident of the Sushant Singh Rajput
and Disha Salian, Aditya Thackeray was the Minister of
Environment for. the state, and his father Uddhav
Thackeray was the Chief Minister of the state. Central
Minister Narayan Rane has alleged in a press conference
that Uddhav Thackeray misused his position to protect
his accused son and tried to give a clean chit. Due to the
accused being a minister and the Chief Minister at the
time, some officials of the Mumbai Police tried their best

to suppress the case.

18.13._Mumbai Police has said that the data/files in their
computer has been deleted relating to the case of Disha
Salian, this act clearly indicates their attempt to protect

the accused.
18.14.Based on a recent interview conducted with Mr. Nilesh
Rane on 11.07.2022, and he has been interviewed by
many other television news channels, it has been
substantiated that the matter is of grave conbern. Reports
suggest that minors, both boys and girls, were allegedly
taken from orphanages (NGOs) and subjected to multiple
forms of abuse. This situation is purportedly linked to the

untimely demise of Disha Salian and Sushant Singh
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Rajput, with Mr. Aditya Thackeray being identified as
the primary accused.
18.15.Many individuals believe that Mr. Aditya Thackeray and
his associated group were involved in the crimes of
aouse, assault, arrd child trafficking committed against
minors.

18.16.1In the incident, Disha Salian voiced her opposition to the

sexual abuse perpetrated on some minor children and the
ill-treatment meted out to her during that party. Upon
leaving the event for her home, she was pursued by the
alleged perpetrators. Ms. Salian subeequenﬂy informed
Mr. Sushant Singh Rajput about the ordeal over the
phone. The Accused have allegedly murdered Dishg
Salian,

18.17. Sushant Singh Rajput was deeply distressed by the
aforementioned incident and resolved to expose this and
various other crimes. He later said it to Rhea Chakraborty
about these matters. Sushant had a word with Rhea
Chakraborty about this matter. Rhea narrated the entire
scenario to Mahesh Bhatt and Aditya Thackeray. Rhea '

Chakroborty’s brother viz., Showik, was a part of

Aditya’s group. Conspiring with Rhea Chakraborty,
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Aditya Thackeray organized the assassination of Sushant

Singh Rajput and endeavored to poriray it as a suicide.

18.18.Rhea Chakraborty, who was residing in Sushant Singh

Rajput’s flat, moved from ther;:the day o . ‘Disha’s
alleged murder, i.e., on June 8, 2023. The Shiv Sena’s
Member of Parliament, Mr. Rahul Shewale, has accused
Rhea Chakiaborty of having telephonic conversations to
Aditya Thackeray, where about 44 times during thel

period of Sushant’s alleged murder.

18.19.0n the day of the alleged murder at Sushant’s flat,

vehicles which had red and blue color were reportedly
present. An eyewitness’s phone record, which Was“
published by a media channel, alleged that dismissed
police officer Sachin Waze, involved in the case .of
Mansukh Hiren murder, Rhea Chakraborty, and other

individuals were present at the scene.

Who came to Mont Blanc on 13th Night, witness
account by Bharat Streamed live on 23 July, 2021
Link:

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=9hBGSgx9D

IE&t=2013s
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SSR CASE EYE WITNESS AUDIO CLIP

Link:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=0eNaduJU2 Vo

Statement of Real Eye Witness In Sushant Singh
~ Rajput Case | Rhea Came Back In Mount Blanc On 13%
Link:

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=N96NsrS 1DEM

18.20. That Mr. Bharat who has the aforesaid evidence relating
to the death of Sushant Singh Rajput and he is trying to
reach out the Respondent No.1, to furnish evidence but

the same has been refused by the Respondent No.1. In

 the aforementioned YouTube video the said ‘person has
stated his grievance by saying that the Respondent No.1
refused to acknowledge his evidence.
18.21.Sushant  Singh Rajput was secretly conducting
investigations and sting operations against several
significant drug cartels and human trafficking mafias,
recording his findings in his diary. His diary contains
references to numerous murders and other heinous

crimes. Besides Mahesh Bhatt, the diary also mentions
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the names of many other prominent figures. This diary
- has been published on YouTube by Mrs. Dipti.

18.22. That the Hollywood star Shri. Mel Gibson has made very
serious and shocking revelations. It is being told here that
some film celebrities and rﬁany big people with perverted
mindset kidnap small children by human trafficking and
sexual atrocities on small children and injecting a serum
called ‘Adrenaline’ produced frorﬁ their blood. As per
the perverted mindset such Adrenaline helps them to
increase their age and look young. Link and title of the
News published is as below;

Link & Titlee Mel Gibson Provided "Valuable

Intelligence' on Child Trafficking.

https://www.newsweek.com/mel-gibson-nroirided-

valuable-intelligence-child-trafficking-docuseries-

1805492

18.23. When Mr. Sushant Singh Rajput’s body was taken for
the post-mortem examination, a wardboy had conveyed
ina tel_évision statement that it was not a case of suicide
but rather, a case of murder. This conclusion was drawn

from multiple signs such as visible bruising under the
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eyes, broken bones in his leg. Not only limited to this he
also said that Mr. Rajput’s body exhibited a yellowish
discoloration, which is not a characteristic of a suidide.
From the whatsapp chats and other available evidence
of Mr. Sushant Singh Rajput, it has been substantiated
that after the death of Ms. Disha Salian, Sushant Rajput
had started being in stress, and expressed his concern
that people who are responsible for Ms. Salian’s demise
would also target him. Republic India, a news channel
had shown caused all the available evidence and

witnesses related to this matter, and also filed an

- affidavit with the Bombay High Court corroborating

these details. Link of the said drive is mentioned herein;

Link:

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1aDxv205PevN3Ttm

QAkeUTVEN60COUpr4/view?usp=drive_link
A friend of Sushant Singh, Mr. Ganesh Hiwarkar, had
also revealed on ‘R-Bharat’ that approximately five to

six individuals collectively committed the murder of

 Sushant Singh Rajput. He specifically mentioned an

individual named Sandeep Singh as being directly
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involved. Furthermore, he stated that Mr. Sushant Singh
Rajput was killed because he had information about the
killers of Disha Salian and the reasons behind her death.

18.26. After the testimony of Mr. Ganesh Hiwarkar, some
goons arrived at his residence around 1:30 am to
threaten and assault him. He immediately inf;)nned the
police by dialing the emergency number 100, but then
police failed to respond or arrive at the scene.

. The officials of Mumbai Police have not been able to

provide a response to these allegations, it is yet to be
revealed whether the CBI has conducted any

investigation into this matter.

. It is proven that due to the protection provided by the
Minister and the Chief Minister at that time, the Police
machinery was not taking any action against the
accused. Moreover, nothing was done to protect the
witnesses despite complaints of life-threatening attacks
on them.

Link:-

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F35P_NolT8E

19. Dr. Sudhir Gupta, who conducted Sushant's second post-

mortem, has been involved in several controversies previously.
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He had faced pressure to label Sunanda Pushkar's death as a

natural one, a fact he admitted during a 'sting operation'.

Comprehensive details and evidence regarding this have been

provided in an affidavit submitted to the Bombay High Court

by Republic India' TV.

19.1.

19.2.

19.3.

The affidavit submitted to the High Court by the
Republic India' news channel contains several pieces
of evidence related to the Imur'ders of Sushant Singh
Rajput’ and Disha Salian. According to the
circumstances the Supreme Court has said in the case
of Bhajan Lal, 1992 Supp (1) SCC 335, that there are
sufﬁc_:ient grounds to register an FIR under IPC 302.
However, Respondent No.1 has not registered any FIR .
under IPC 302, 120 (B), 34 or 201. This seems to
indicate negligence on the part of the Respondent No.1.
In this matter, the initial investigation was led by senior
inspector of Mumbai Police -officer DCP Shri.
Abhishek Trimukhe, who has been accused of misusing
his position to protect the suspects, destroying
evidence, and not assisting the witnesses.

A witness Mr. Surjeet Rathod also spoke to DCP

Abhishek Trimukhe, demanding action against
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Sandeep Singh and others based on evidence. Despite
Mr. Rathod's formal written complaint, as per
Trimukhe's advice, no action was taken on the matter.

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=250E60g{7el

Tt needs to acknowledge that Sushant Singh Rajput had
mentioned about the dubious actions of Shri. Abﬁishek
Trimukhe in his dairies. [Reference: SSR Diaries by
Dipti Punnit]

Pertaining to above, that said Shri. Abhishek Trimukhe

should not have been able to investigate the case

himself. He should not have been directly or indirectly

.involved in any aspect related to the case. Yet, he took

the investigation- under his own purview.
Consequently, acting against legal provisions and for
his own ulterior motives by misusing government
machinery, charges under IPC Seqtions 166 and 409
may be applicable against Mr. Trimukhe.

In this coﬁtext, the post-mortem report issued by the
doctor from AIIMS, which attempts to portray the
incident as a suicide, is conclusively proven to be
falsified. Various experts have shared their opinions on

multiple news channels regarding this matter. Among
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these, the recorded statement of Dr. Sudhir Gupta from
ATIMS, who was the head of the post-mortem team, is
of significant importance. His confradictory statements
have been published by major newspapers and news
channels, highlighting the discrepancies in the post-
mortem report.

It is crucial to mention here that on the day AIIMS
published the misleading post-mortem report, the
Director of AIIMS was Dr. Randeep Guleria. He has
been accuséd of indulging in corruption, acting 'a,s a
middleman for pharmaceutical mafias, | spreading
falschoods on YouTube and other platforms, anci
misleading numerous individuals into taking .a deadly
COVID vaccine, allegedly resulting in fatalities.

He is being accused of multiple murders, and the
Bombay High Court has also issued him a notice
regarding the murder case of Dr. Snehal Lunawat.
[Writ Petition No. 5767 of 2022 Dilip Lunawat Vs.
Serum Institute of India Pvt. Ltd. & Ors.]

Link:

https://rashidkhanpathan.com/bil]- gates-adar-

goonawallas-game-over—bombav—high—court-took—
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cognizance-issued-notice-in-a-vaccine-murder-case-

of-dr-snehal-lunawat-where-interim-compensation-of-

rs-lOOO-brore—is-sogg[

Therefore, ‘the credibility of AIIM’s post-rnorteml
report is compromised.

In this matter, the media, the public, various
organizations, and lakhs of activisté have demanded the
formation of a new forensic team to ascertain the
authenticity of the post-mortem report. The president of
the Supreme Court Bar Association, Advocate Vikas
Singh, had also tweeted about this, which was
published by Times of India.

In many cases, the High Court and Supreme Court have
taken action against those who produce such false
reports to protect the accused, as well as the relevant
police investigétion officers, the main accused,
government lawyers, and the concerned magistrate
under IPC sections 201, 218, 166, 192, 193, 199, 200,

471, 474, 120(B), and 34. [State of Maharashtra Vs.

Kamlakar Bhavsar 2002 ALL MR (Cri) 2640,

Salma Babu Shaikh Vs State Of Maharashtra 2008
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MhLJ (Cri) 3 182, Kodali-Purnac_handra Rao v.

Public Prosecutor, (1975) 2 SCC 570]

19.12. The CBI officials have not conducted any further
necessary investigation or action in this matter and have
silently sat down, considering the public as fools and

continuously disrespecting their sentiments.

After the emergence of all this evidence, it was expected from
the CBI investigation officer that they would immediately
investigate this, check phone 'details', mobile locations, and

other evidence promptly and take legal action against the

‘accused.

- However, for almost three years, the officials of the CBI have

not made any satisfactory progress in the case, and as a result,
the common man's trust in the country's premier investigation

agency, i.e Respondent No.1.

Several witnesses, especially significant ones like Mrs. Deepti

Punnit, Central Minister Narayan Rane, Shiv Sena MP Rahul

‘Shewale, and BJP legislator Nitesh Rane, have been treated

with indifference and non-cooperation by the CBI investigation
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officers. Instead of appreciation and cooperation, this behavior

clearly indicates a mindset among CBI investigation officers to

. assist the accused.

In this case, from the recorded conversation of Dr. Sudhir
Gupta, who prepared the 'poét-mortem report, which was
published by all major channels and newspapers, it is evident
that he has falsified the report by portraying the murder as

suicide.

. Besides, by getting Sushant Singh's post-mortem report

prepared by AIIMS published in the media e\_feh before
submitting it to the CBI court, an attempt was made to spread

confusion, mislead the public, and suppress the issue. Later,

CBI's inaction against those who leaked this falsified report in

thé media, their failure to get the case re-investigated by honest
experts, and not taking any suitable action against the doctor
who prepared the false post-mortem report also reflects the
investigative officer’s intent to suppress allegations. This ‘is
disrespectful to the sentiments of the public, and as a result,
there's anger in the ﬁinds of common people. This poses a

threat to the democracy of the country. -
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25. The investigative officer of the CBI has violated the guidelines
related to investigation as set by the Supreme Court.

Furthermore, they have infringed upon Articles 14, 19, and 21

of the Indian Constitution.

26. In Dayal Singh v. State of Uttaranchal, (2012) 8 SCC 263, it

is ruled as under;

“26. This results in shz'fh'ng of avoidable burden and

exercise of higher degree of caution and care on the

L Dl

A AR | courts. Dereliction of duty or carelessness is an abuse

of discretion under a definite law and miscor?ducr isa
violation of indefinite law. Misconduct is a fo;bidden
act whereas dereliction of duty is the Jorbidden quality
of an act and is necessarily indefinite. One is g
transgression of some established and definite rule of
action, with least element of discretion, while the other
is primarfly an abuse of discretion. | This Court in State
of Punjab v. Ram Singh [, (1992) 4 SCC 54 : 1992 SCC
(L&S) 793 : (1992) 21 ATC 435] stated that the ambis
of these éxpressions had to be construed with reference
to the subject-matter and the context where the term

occurs, regard being given to the scope of the statute
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and the public purpose it seeks to serve. The police
service is a disciplined service and it requifes
maintenance of strict di&cipline. The consequences of
these defaults should normally be attributable to
negligence. Police officers and doctors, by their
profession, are required to maintain duty decorum of
high standards. The standards of investigation and the
prestige of the profession are dependent upon the
action of such specialised persons. The Police Manual
and even the provisions of CrPC require the
investigation to be conducted in a particular manner
and method which, in our opinion, stands clearly
- violated in the present case. Dr C.N. Tewari, not only
breached the requirement of adherence to professional
standards but also became instrumental in preparing a
document which, ex facie, was incorrect and stood
falsified by the unimpeachable evidence of the
eyewitnesses placed by the prosecution on record. Also,
in the same case, the Court, while referring to the
decisioﬁ in Awadh  Bihari  Yadavv. State  of
Bihar [(1995) 6 SCC 31] noticed that if primacy is

given to such designed or negligent investigation, to the
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~ omission or lapses by perfunctory investigation or
omissions, the faith and confidence of the people would
be shaken not only in the law enforcement agency but
also in the administration of justice.

27. Now, we may advert to the duty of the court in such
cases. In Sathi Prasad v. State of U.P. [(1972) 3 SCC
613 : 1972 SCC (Cri) 659] this Court stated that it is
well settled that if the police records become suspect
and investigation perfunctory, it becomes the duty of
the court to see if the evidence given in court should be
relied upon and such lapses ignored, Noticing the
possibility of investigation being designedly defective,
this Court in Dhanaj .S’ingh v. State of Punjab [(2004)
38CC 654 : 2004 SCC (Cri) 851], heldl: (SCCp. 657,
paral)

“5. In the case of a defective investigation the court has
to be circumspect in evqluating_ the evidence. But it
would not be right in acquitting an accused person
solely on account of the defect; to do so would
tantamount to playing into the hands of the
investigating officer if the investigation is designed]y

defective.”
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47.5. We hold, declare and direbt that it shall be
appropriate exercise of jurisdiction as well as ensuring just
and fair investigation and trfal that courts return a specific
finding in such cases, upon recording of reasons as to
deliberate dereliction of 'duty, designedly defective
investigation, intentional acts of omission and commission
prejudicial to the case of the prosecution, in breach of
professional standards and investigative requirements of
law, during the course of the investigation by the
investigating agency, expert witnesses and even the
witnesses cited by the prosecution. Further, the courts
would be fully justified in directing the ‘disciplinary

authorities to take appropriate disciplinary or other action

in accordance with law, whether such officer, expert or
employee witness, is in service or has since retired.

48. The appeal is accordingly dismissed.”

27. In Kamaljit Singh v. State of Punjab, (2003) 12 SCC 155, it

is ruled as under;

“Held, testimony of eyewitnesses would be preferable to

medical evidence -unless the medical _evidence
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completely rules out the version of the eyewitnesses -

Deceased had a stab-wound on the back of the chest on
"left side, 22 cm below the d neck and 1 cm Jrom the
midline" - But, eyewitness stating that blow was given to
deceased on the back towards the right side - Held, it
could not be said that there was any contradiction
between the ocular and medical evidence when
sufficient materials were produced to Pprove the presence
of the accused as well as the eyewitness at the place and
time of occurrence - Penal Code, 1860, Ss. 302 and 307
(Paras 8 and 7) |

3. The State of Punjab aggrieved at rhé acquittal,
preferred an appeal. A revision was also Jiled by the
informant. The High Court held that the conclusions of
the trial court were clearly erroneous and set aside the
acquittal and held the accused guilty of offence
punishable under Section 302 of the Penal Code, 1860 (in
short  “IPC”) and sentenced him to undergo
imprisonment for life. He was also sentenced to undergo
10 years’ z'mprisqnment for oﬁ”enée punishable under
Section 307 IPC. The revision Jiled by the informant was

disposed of along with the dppeal by the State.
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7. [...] In our opinion, it could not be said that there was
any contradiction between the ocular and medical
evidence when sufficient materials were produced to
prove the presence of the accused as well as PW 5 at the
factory at the time of occurrence, the fact that some or
more of records which could have been produced but not
shown to be deliberately withheld cannot by itself cast any
shadow of doubt on the veracity of the prosecution
version.

8. It is trite law that minor variations between medical
evidence and ocular evidence do not take away the
primacy of the latter. Unless medicdl evidence in its term
goes so far as to complétely rule out all possibilities
whatsoever of injuries ta‘la'ng place in the manner stated
by the eyewitnesses, the testimony of the eyewitnesses
cannot be thrown out. (See Solanki Chimanbhai
Ukabhai v. State of Gujarat [(1983) 2 SCC 174 : 1983
SCC (Cri) 379 : AIR 1983 SC 484] .) The position was
illuminatingly and exhaustively reiterated in State of
U.P. v. Krishna Gopal [(1988) 4 SCC 302 : 1988 SCC
(Cri) 928 : AIR 1 988_SC 2154] . When the acquittal by the

trial court was found to be on the basis of unwarranted
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assumptions and manifestly erroneous appreciation of
evidence by ignoring valuable and credible evidence
resulting in serious and substantial miscarriage of justice,
the High Court cannot in this case be found fault with for
its well-merited interference.

9. Above being the position, the conclusions of the High
Court are on terra firma. There is no scope for

interference with the impugned judgment. The appeal

Jails and is dismissed.”

. In Karan Singh v. State of Harvana, (2013) 12 SCC 529, the

Supreme- Court has stated that an investigation conducted

dishonestly by an investigative officer to unduly benefit the

accused is legally invalid. Such negligent and erroneous

~ investigations erode the common man's faith not only in the
CBI but also in the entire judicial system. |

“17. In Ram Biharz' Yadav v. State of Bihar [(1998) 4 SCC

517 : 1998 SCC (Cri) 1085 : AIR 1998 SC 1850] this

Court observed, that if primacy is given to a designed or

negligent investigation, or to the omissions or lapses

created as a result of a faulty investigation, the faith and

confidence of the people would be shaken not only in the
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law enforcing agency, but also in the administration of

justice. A similar view has been reiterated by this Court
in Amar Singh v. Balwinder Singh [(2003) 2 SCC 318 :

2003 SCC (Cri) 641 : AIR 2003 SC 1164] .

18. Furthermore, in Ram Bali v. State of U.P. [(2004) 10
SCC 598 : 2004 SCC (Cri) 2045], it was held by this

Court that the court must ensure that the defective

investigation purposely carried out by the investigating

officer. does not affect the credibility of fhe version of

events given by the prosecution.

16. The investigation into a criminal offence must be free
Jfrom any objecﬁonable features or infirmities which may
give rise to an apprehension in the min-d of the
complainant or the accused, that investigation was not
fair and may have been carried out with some izlterior |

motive. The investigating officer must not indulge in any

kind of mischief or cause harassment either to the

complainant or to the accused. His conduct must be

entirely impartial and _must _dispel _any suspicion

regarding the genuineness of _the investigation. The

investigating officer, “is not merely present to strengthen
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the case of the prosecution with evidence th_at will enable

the court to record a conviction, but to bring out the reql

unvarnished version of the truth”. Ethical conduct on the

part of the investigating acency is absolutely essential

and there must be no scope for any allegation of mala

fides or bias. Words like “personal liberty” contained in

Article 21 of the Constitution of India provide for the
widest amplitude, covering all kinds of rights particularly,
the right to personal liberty of the citizens of India, and a
person cannot be deprived of the same without Jollowing
the procedure prescribed by law. In this way, the
mvestzgatmg agencies are the guardians of the llberty of

innocent citizens. Therefore, a duty is cast upon_the

investigating officer to ensure that an innocent person

should not suffer from unnecessary harassment of false

implication, however, at the same time, an accused person

must not be given undue leverage, An investigation cannot

be interfered with or influenced even by the courts,

- Therefore, the investigating agency must avoid entirely

any kind of extraneous influence, and investigation must

be carried our with equal alacrity and fairness

Irrespective _of the status of the accused or the
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complainant, as a tainted investigation definitely leads to

the miscarriage of criminal justice, and thus deprives a

man of his fundamental rights guaranteed under Article

21 of the Constitution. Thus, every investigation must be

judicious, fair, transparent and expeditious to_ensure

compliance with_the rules of law, as is required under

Articles 19, 20 and 21 of the Constitution. (Vide Babubhai

v. State of Gujarat [(2010) 12 SCC 254 : (2011) 1 SCC
(Cri}) 336] .)”

29. In Rhea Chakrabortv v. State of Bihar, (2020) 20 SCC 184,

it is ruled as under;
“44. The actor Sushant Singh Rajput was a talented actor

in the Mumbai film world and died well before his full

potential could be realised. His family, friends and

admirers are keenly | waiting the outcome of the
investigation so that all the speculations floating around
can be put to rest. Therefore a fair, competent and
impartial investigation is the need of the hour. The
expécted outcome then would be, a measure of justice for
the complainant, who lost his only son. For the petitioner
too, it will be the desired justice as she herself called for

a CBI investigation. The dissemination of the real facts
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through unbiased investigation would certainly result in
Justice for the innocents, who .might' be the target of
vilification campaign. Equally importantly, when integrity
and credibility of the investigation is discernible, the trust,
faitﬁ and confidence of the common man in the Judicial
process will resonate. When truth meets sunshine, Jjustice

will not prevail on the living alone but after Life's fitful

fever, now the departed will also sleep well. Satyameva

Supreme Court's order. The officers of the Respondent No.1
i.e., CBI: |
() Essential evidence was not taken from the key
witnesses and media personnel;
(ii) An FIR under IPC 302, 201, 120(B), and .34 was not
registered; |
(iii) No details were provided regarding the investigation
of the call detail records (CDRs) of the accused;
. (1v) 'Narco tests', 'brain mapping tests', and 'lie detector

tests' were not conducted on the accused and suspects;
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(v) For three years, neither a charge sheet was filed nor a
closure report;

(vi) The CBI has remained silent on serious matters suph
as the connection between the death of Disha Salian and
the death of Sushant Singh, the negligence of the Mumbai
Police, the disappearance bf Dishé‘s case file, and
concocting a story about the file being accidentally deleted

from the computer.

31. Due to the clear disregard of the Supreme Court's orders dated

19th August 2020, the guilty officers of the CBI are liable for

imprisonment upto 6 months under Section 2(b) of the Contempt

I .
‘r} of Courts Act, 1971, and Article 129 of the Indian Constitution.

32. Earlier as well, in its order dated 12th February 2019, in the

case of Nivedita Jha v. State of Bihar, 2019 SCC OnLine SC

792, the Supreme Court had sentenced the Director of CBI for . |

Contempt of Court.

33, In Nivedita Jha v. State of Bihar, 2019 SCC OnLine SC 792,

it is ruled as under;
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“12. We have heard the learned Attorney General on the
question | of sentence. We have also heard Myr. M
Nageshwar Rao, the then In-Charge Director, C.B.I. (now
Additional Director, C.B.I ) and Mr. Bhasuran 8,
Additional Legal Advisor and In-Charge Director of
Prosecution, C.B.I In exercise of power under Article 129
of the Constitution, for commission of contempt of Court,
we sentence them till the rising of the Court and impose a

Jine of Rs. 1,00,000/- (Rupees one lakh) each on Mr. M

Nageshwar Rao, the then In-Charge Director, C.B.I (now
Additional Director, C.B.I) and Mr. Bhasuran 8.,
Additional Legal Advisor and In-Charge Director of

Prosecution, CB.I to be deposited within a week.”

34. Similar punishments have been meted out to several
investigation officers. Some of the significant orders are as

follows:

(i) Xapol Co.op Bank Ltd. Vs, State of Maharashtlja

2004 SCC OnLine Bom 695

(ii) Salma Babu Shaikh Vs State of Maharashtra 2008

MhLJ (Cri) 3 182
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(iii) Kodali Purnachandra Rao v. Public Prosecutor,

(1975) 2 SCC 570

35. Penal provisions exist under the Indian Penal Code (IPC) for
investigation officers who are found guilty of tampering with
evidence to either shield the accused or wrongly implicate the
innocent, and for the unauthorized and illegal use of
government ‘property and machinery. Legal actions and
punishments up to life imprisonment can be taken against such
culpable officers under the sections 201, 218, 166, 167, 192,

193, 409, 211, 471, 474, 120(B), and 34 of the IPC.

The Supreme Court of India in the matter of Kodali

# Purnachandra Rao Vs The Public Prosecutor (1975) 2 SCC

570, it is ruled that;
“IP.C. Sec. 218 —A Public Servant charged with the
preparation of incorrect official .record to save the
accused. The officer who prepares a false report with
dishonest intention of misleading his superior fo save main
accused in a case of death, then an offence is committed
by the oﬁ’zcerj. There can be no doubt that on t_he basis of

the facts found.
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The charges under Sections 218, 468, Penal Code had

been fully estal;lishéd against the gppellant A-2 being a

public servant charged with the preparation of official

record relating fo the investigation of the cause of the

death of Kalarani, framed that record in a maﬁner which

he knew to be incorrect with intent to save or knowing to

. be lfkely that he will thereby save the true offender or
offenders from legal punishment.

Obviously, he prepared this false and forged record with

the fraudulent and dishonest intention of misleading his

superior officers and inducing them to do or omit to do
anything which they would not do or omit if they were not
so deceived or induced. A-1, as‘ discusrved already,
Jacilitated and intentionally aided A-2 in the preparation

of the false and forded record. (Para 47)”

37. In Nandkumar S. Kale vs Bhaurao Chandrabhaniji Tidke
& Anr 2007 ALL MR (Cri) 2737, it is ruled as under;

“(4) Action against Investigation Police officer -~

Preparation of false record of in vestigation cannot be a
part of duty done in discharge of official duty -If in such

cases protection is granted to the accused police officer
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then they can show the investigation having been carried
out even sitting at home.

(B) Cri. P.C,, S. 156 (3) - Registration of F.LR. against
police officer on the complaint sent to police station by
Magistrate - Held- Police officer bound to register an

offence and proceed fo investigate in to crime.”

Delaying legal action against guilty investigation police
officers is in itself a crime and contempt of the Supreme Court's

orders.

A] Why is the CBI not presenting a charge-sheet or filing a
report in the case?
B] If the CBI files a closure report, the court can still

independently initiate proceedings against the accused under

IPC 302 and other sections.

39.1. In the case, attempts to save the accused have brought
- forth names of accomplices including the former Chief
Minister’ Uddhav Thackeray and other major
politicians. Some of the accused, through people from

the ruling party, are pressuring the CBI and prolonging

the case.
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39.2. In Ithe ‘case, attempts to save the accused have brought
forth names of accomplices including the former Chief
Minister Uddhav Thackeray and other major
politicians. Some of the accused, through people from
the ruling party, are pressuring the CBI and prolonging
the case.

39.3. Due to political pressure and corruption, CBI officials
are not taking any action in the case and are not filing
the charge-sheet in court.

39.4. CBI cannot submit the closure report in the court

e because with that report, it will have to present all the

evidence from its investigation in the court, Also, CBI

§ 3, Dhanage
ey iy T

T OF N

will have to answer allegations about why the main

LOF »,wi;’ witnesses, their allegations, and the evidence were not
investigated. Why investigations were not done on fhe
accused's mobile tower locations and other allegations.
The CBI will also have to explain how all the
allegations are false.

39.5. The investigating officers and their senjor officials,
Who submit false investigation reports to the court to

save the accused, are liable for punishment ranging

from seven years to life imprisonment under IPC
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sections 192, 193, 201, 218, 409, 120(B), 34. [Arijit

Sarkar vs. Monosree Sarkar & Ors 2017 SCC

OnLine Cal 13, Kodali Purpachandra Rao v. Public

Prosecutor, (1975) 2 SCC 570].

40. Every citizen of the country has the right to know what is
actually happening in cases like Sushant Singh's. Except in
special circumstances where the lives of witnesses are at risk,
and where revealing certain facts might provide the accused an
opportunity to fabricate evidence and defend themselves, it's
not only the respoﬁsibility of the CBI but of all the country's

institutions to provide accurate information about the

% > e / - - L]
\\_\;.‘wb =3 ~/In the case of Union of India v. Assn. for Democratic
\"\ RN | : :

Reforms, (2002) 5 SCC 294, it is ruled as unde_:r;
31. [...] The Court pertinently observed as under: (SCC p.
453, para 74)
“74. In a Governmen.t of responsibility like ours,
where all the agents of the public must be
responsible for their conduct, there can be but few

secrets. The people of this country have a right to
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know every public act, everything that is done in a
public way, by their public functionaries. Th ey are
entitled to know the particulars of every public

transaction in all its bearing.”

(emphasis supplied)

In the cases of Sushant Singh Rajput and Disha Salian, it isl
evident that the investigation officers of the CBI have been
unsuccessful in reaching the truth and taking action against the
real culprits. They have disregarded the Sentiménts of millions

of people in this country.

It is also that those who seek for justice in the case of Sushant
Singh Rajput and Disha Salian, their voices are being
suppressed and have also been illegally detained such as was

faced by Arnab Goswami.

Furthermore, to ensure an impartial investigation into the
matter, it is proposed that a Special Investigation Team (SIT)
be constituted under the stringent observation of qualified
officers. It is urged that the guilty be immediately arrested and

other requisite legal actions be taken without delay.



45,

46.

47.

80

In interest of ascertaining the truthfulness of witnesses, and
especially in cases where there is suspicion of false testimony
being asserted to liberate the accused, in such effect it is heréby
recommended that the Respondent No.1 promptly undertake
legal procedures to- administer the “Narco Analysis Test”,
“Brain Mappiné Test”, and “Lie Detector Test” of such

witnesses or on suspicion of false testimony.

Disha Salian passed away on June 8, 2020. Sushant Singh
Rajput died on 14th June, 2020. The Hon’ble Supreme Court
assigned the investigation to the CBI on August 19, 2020. It has
been 3 years since that order, but tb date, the CBI has not made
any satisfactory progress in the case concerning to the subject
the Petitioner hereby request this Hon’ble Court to pass the
necessary direction upon the Respondent No.1, to investigate

the matter within time bound manner.

Central Bureau of investigation (CBI) needs to submit the
specific report on following.
(i) Investigations done on Mobile location dated gh

June 2020 of Disha Salian, Aditya Thackrey, Rahul
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Kamal, Sachin Waze, Suraj Pancholi, Ekta Kapoor and
all others within 100 meters of said area who are
known/connected to each other.
(i1) Investigations done on Mobile locations dated 13
& 14" June of Sushant Singh Rajput, Rhea
Chakraborty, Aditya Thackrey, Arbaz Khan, Sandeep
Singh, Showik Chakraborty and all others who were
connected with each other’s and within the 100 meters
area.
(ili) Details of investigation done regarding serious
- allegations made by Shri. Nitesh Rane regarding child
trafficking, child abuses at the residence of Shri. Sooraj
Pancholi and it's connection with Aditya Thackrey.
(iv) CCTV footage of all other nearby societies and
traffic surveillances, at the relevant time to find out the
passing of car of Shri Aditya Thackrey & others
including police personal accompanying with him.
| (v) The details of injuries on the dead boﬁy of Shri
Sushant Singh Rajput including face and other body
parts and various fractures.
(vi) Investigation on the Statement of eye-witness of

murder of Disha Salian, which was published by
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various news channel such as News-19, Republic
Bharat efc.

(vii) Investigation on the statement of Mortuary
attendant Shri. Roopkumar Shah, who. had done the
post mortem of Shri Sushant Singh Rajput. |

(viil) Details of investigations of aCCused police
officials who created a story that file of Disha Sali=an’s
case wa§ deleted.

(ix) Investigation of security guards and society
officials regarding deleting of the CCTV footage and
attendance register of 7% & 8™ June in society, where
Disha was murdered.

(x) Investigation of Dr. Sudhir Gupta and others for
preparing forged post mortem report. Verifying his
contradictory statemc:nt made to media and also the
investigation of issues raised by Shri Subramanyam
Swamy.

(xi) Details of investigation on the allegations by
Cabinet Minister Shri Narayan Rane that the then Chief
Minister Shri Uddhav Thackrey had contacted him to

save Aditya Thackrey from this murder case and not to
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mention about Aditya’s car found present on the

murder spot.

[Link:https:/x.com/Sinhjee/status/1501078049059917

824%t=NFsqel W8F2vSmBiTtNms5g&s=08

Dated: 8.03.2022]

http://t_imesoﬁndia.indiatimes.com/articleshow/900226

66.cms?utm source=contentofinterest&utm medium=

text&utm campaign=cppst

(xii) Details of stétements of all eye-witnesses present
at the flat of Shri Sushant Singh Rajput & Miss Dishé
Salian on 14% June, 8" June or on earlier days. |
(xiii) Details of investigation regarding 44 phone calls
beﬁveen Aditya Thackeray and Rhea Chakraborty on
the day of murder of Shri Sushant Siﬁgh Rajput.

(xiv) Details of calls of Rhea Chakraborty with Aditya
Thackeray & Ors.., on 7th & 8th June 2020.

Also, details of investigation on the issue as to why on
the day of murder of Disha Salian i.e. on 8th June 2020
Rhea left the Sushant's home.

(xv) Details of investigation and action on false
explanation given by Aditya Thackeray that on the day

of Disha’s murder, he was in hospital to see his
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grandfather and he is not having any relations with

Rhea Chakraborty.

That the Petitioner had given a detailed representation on dated
17.08.2023, to Respondent No. 2 Hon’ble Home Minister Shri.
Amit Shah. A copy of which is annexed at “Exhib.it-G-Col]z”
but till date no satisfactory action is taken by the Government.
Hence, the petitiqner has no other option except to approach
this Hon’ble Court by filing this petition under Article 226 r/'w

215 of the Constitution of India.

. The petitioner has not filed any other petition either before this

Hon’ble Court or Supreme Court in the instant matter

hereinbefore.

The petitioner craves leave of this Hon’ble High Court to add
to, amend or delete any of the aforesaid para if so, required by -

the interest of the Justice.

Request: It is therefore, humbly .requested to this Hon’ble

Court for;
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To direct Respondent No. 1, CB.. to i.mmediately
start the custodial interrogation of the accused Aditya
Thackeray and others and submit the detailed report on
each points and more particularly on 15 points
mentioned in para 47 of this petition within a period of

one month; -

To direct Respondent No. 1 Director CBI, to register
an FIR under section 166, 218, 201, 409, 120(B) & 34
of the Indian Penal Code against the accused
investigation officers who are guilty of their acts of
omission and commission in helping the accused to run

away from the clutches of law; -

To direct Advocate General or any state officer to file
contempt petition before the Hon’ble Supreme Court

under Section 2(b), 12 of the Contempt of Courts Act,

1971 r/w 129, 142 of the Constitution of India against

concerned CBI officials who had acted in wilful
disregard and defiance of the specific directions given

by Hon’ble Supreme Court in the present case and
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thereby are guilty of willful disregard and defiance of
specific directions given by Hon’ble Supreme Court in

the case of Rhea Chakraborty v. State of Bihar,
(2020) 20 SCC 184;

iv)  Pass any other order which is just and proper in the

interest of justice, equity and good conscience.

v)  The Cost of this Petition be provided.

Rashid Khan Pathan

A\
7 o5 Pptitionn

Advocate for Petitioner
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1 . | EXHIBIT A 38

A copy of the Screenshot from website of
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(@)

EXHIBIT B 89-98
The copy of the FIR dated 25.07.2020,
registered at the Rajeev Nagar Police Station
bearing No. 241/2020, by Shri. Krishan Kishor
Singh

3 | EXHIBIT C 99-102
The copy of the notification dated 04.08.2023,
bearing No.9/C.B.1-80-90/2020 HP-5101, the

consent of Government of Bihar, to mvestigate
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within the Rajiv /Nagar (District Patna) under
P.S Case No-241/2020

4 EXHIBIT D 103
The copy of the notification by the Government | - 104

of India, and same was published in the gazette
of India, Part-II, Section 3 (ii) on 05.08.2020.

5 EXHIBIT E 105
The copy of the FIR registered by the CBI. on |-124
06.08.2020

6 EXHIBIT F 125

The copy of the Order of the Supreme Court | - 143
dated 19.08.2020, in the case of Rhea
Chakraborty v. State of Bihar, (2020) 20 SCC
184

7 EXHIBIT G Colly 144
A copy of the detailed representation submitted | - 202
by the Petitioner on 17.08.2023, to Respondent
No. 2 Hon’ble Home Minister Shri. Amit Shah.
relating to the alleged murder of Late. Sushant
Singh Rajput, Late. Ms. Disha Salian and other
heinous offences of child trafficking, child

abuses, etc.

“Advocate for Petitioner Petitioner
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No.9/C.BL8B:ASp4030 Hp- 5101
under sectiof-& of the Delhi Folice &
the.Governoksf Biharis pleased to

Govermment. of Bihar
Home Department

. {Police

Branéh) . -\

‘B €797

T
P T

the meaibers. 6f 'Dalhi Special Police

and -inquire”into - the R
Dated—25~_9=7-2020',
which are refated to Death of

No./C:880-09/2020HP- 5101 Jpatna,

No.9/C.B.1-80-08/2020 Hp- 510

1L

proper Performa ang copy of F.|

V) DG, CB.I, Or, Si Krishna

et NOTIHTATION -

ajiv Nagar (-D.istrict'-Paf'Fjia-)_

Sec‘cion~3‘41/342/380/406/420[306/506/120(3).

Bollywaod Actor Shushant Singh Rajput.
|

/In ‘exercise. of the Howers conferred
stablishimerit Act, ‘1846 {Act 23 of 1946),
3ccord- his consent to -'éééé-rcise of povwers
and jurisdictiosto:the whole of Biliar

and otheér places related to the Case o
Establishment to investigatefsupervise
. P.5, Case No-241/2020,
i.P.C.

By order of the Gavernor of Bihar,
. . _/
\
. 0aloh i o ®0
(Sunﬁ umar)
Special Secratary to Gavernmerit,

_Dated- \j August, 2020

Copy“forw'arde_t_i to Su p'er?ntendept,' Govt, Press, Gulzarbag, Patna for
publication in extra ordinary Bthar Gazette/incharge, E-Gazeite Cell, Finance
Department, Bihar, Patna (with CD) for information and necessary action.

Copy forwatded to:-

(i) Additional” Secretary, AS(
Grievances and Pension, {Depar
of India, New Delhi along with'p
(if) Joint Secretary, J5{5&V-1),.N
and Pension, {Department of
New Dejalaiig with proper Pe

i
]

' 4l og a0
Special Secretary to Government.

{Patna, Dated- Y August, 2020

5&V), Ministry of Personnel, Public

tment of Persennet and Training) Govt.
roper Perforina and copy of E.[R.
linistry of 'Personnel, Public Grievances
rersonnel and Training) Govt. of India,
forma and copy of F.I.R.

(ii) Di{ectdr CBI, C.G.Q Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi along wiih

(iv) Director Generaf of Police, B

R. .
har Patna, . .
Path/Bailey Road, Patna/IT, Manager,

Home Department for informatibn and necessary action, '

Director General of Police, Biht
papers related to the case to thd

Patna is requested to hand over all the
€8l on their request. -~
: )
\ 7

. D as;Lr‘-a | towp

CSnarin] Corratams

D s Ll L Y DOy §
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No. 9/c B I 80- 09/2020 hP* 510 1

/Patn,a, Daied- VI Augusty z.ug,ﬂ

Copy forwarded to Addl, Secretary, Mlms‘m,! of Home Affairs, Room No.-..
1148, Nogrth Block, Ne,w Delni-130001 along with proper Performa anci copy of

..FI.LR. for, irifarmation and necessary a

- r-'

. No: 9!(:81-30—09/202&}1?— Sjo*i

Patna for mfbrmatlén'._ _

ctioh.

L pa|es|rete
Special Sécretary tor Gd‘vernrhent
[Patqa,  Dated-'t. August;: 2620

. i Copy-foiwarded to Prmclpa1 Secretafy to H.E. Governor of Bihar Blhar

(L

.. o&fvs ‘WW :
Special Secretary.to over_nme_,nt.

.
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¢ (70 BE PUBLISHED IN THE GAZETTE OF INDIA, PART-l, SECTION 3 (i} ©

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA Dy, No..g42...DOP Bet.

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANCES AND PENSION oS\odl 2012
. (DEPARTMENT OF PERSGNNE]L AND TRAINING) Spated..2%1p A\ 2022
Central Buresu of Investigation

; . H .08, y

oy. NQ-S..‘-I.??. | ACHQ-I Zone New Dethi, datedo; 8.2020 4

oy %Jg ¢ 28 2y NOTIFIGATION. 'Y
8.0.....coeseearsnennennens IN exercisSE Of the powers conferred by sub section (1) of Section 5 p ' ng
read with Section 6 of the Delki Special Police Establishment Act, 1846 (Act No. 25 of 1946)’,@

the Central Government, with the consent of the State Government of Bihar, issued vide
Home Department (Police Branch) Notification No.9/C.B.-80-09/2020 HP-56101/Patha,
Dated 4™ Augtist, 2020, heraby extends’the fiowers and jurisdiction of the members of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whele State of Bibar for investigation into the Rajiv
Nagar Police Station, Districi- Patna, Case No 24112020 dated-25.07.2020 under sections
341, 342, 360,408, 420, 306, 506 and 120 B.L.P.C. relating to the death of Bollywood actor
Shushant Singh Rajput, and any attempt, abetment, and conspiracy, in relation to or in
connection with such offence(s) and for forany other offence committed in the course of
the same transaction or arising out of the same facts.

{F.No. 228/202020-AVD-If]
(S.F.R. Tripathi)
UNDER SEGCRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

To ‘
The Manager,
Gavt. of India Press;

Mayapuri, Ring Road,
New Delhi- 110064.

F.No. 228/20/2020-AVD-l| New Delhi  dated ’; 108.2020

Copy To _ .
{i) The Chief Secretary, Govemment of Bihar, Old‘Spcretariat, Patna-800015-

{ii) Fne Director, Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI), CGO Complex, New Delhi.

jilj Director of Prosecution, Central Bureau of Investigation- (CBl), CGO complex, New Delh.
(iv) Guard File. :

[

L {S.P.R. Tripathi)
Urider Sacretary to the Govamment of India
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(Under Section 154 Cr.P.C.)
Districd « Dl PS: AC-VI Delli
Year: 30
FIRNo: RC2Z4XR080001 Date OOAE 020
Acts 3: Bections
™ Arts | Sections Reamrks
PC 120 B
-
B [
I —t=
| T
= T
I3
,m =
Sispectedoffences: mgﬁm‘m' g e Wrnngfid Restrain, Wrang il Confincroca, Thes, Comiaat Breach of Truse,
Ocrarrence of affence;
Dy Monday Tz Pesiod:
From Duder LA Ta it 145062000
luformation Recelwed st
P§:
D 0604000 1083500 AN
Cieviersd Tiary Reference:
Entry Na; ®
Lxete: &R Tl 1RO
Type of Informationr  Waiten
Plare of Uecurreace:
planial : Muma, Patrus knd Otscy Placs
ﬁmﬁm & s lmce oo
PS:
Bext Na.:
Addresss
PlotNa; Aress
(=103 Him;
Stakp: : Dis trict;
T case, mutsick the Jinat of i Potice Station, then
Name: of PS; Disizrice
Complzinaet / bnfarmanty
Conplimant |
Name: Mr. KRISHA NXISHORE STNCIE
Feather* s/ Hers haod's Natng:
Dtz Year of Birth:
Natioaality: INDHAN
Paspport:
L Pas port No. ] Daic Of ysor | Flace Offcsoe }

Occupuation:



(e) Addreas :
FPlotNo 1 Area Gity State | Oiswict | Pin
e
HA SINGH HOUSE, RDADNO. & FMWNAG&R ATNA Hhar

(A

8

1.

12

13

@

el of fcaownfsuspectedionknown sccused with foll preticulars:

Acceod |
Nopmez s REEA CHAXRABORTY(1)
Addcnss:

Accoscd?
N Mr ENDRASIT CHARRABORTY I

Address:

Names Ms SAKDEYA CHAKRABORLYR)
Naeoe: MrSHOWIK CHAKRABMTY
Py MCSAMUEL MIBANDAES)

Neme: Ads SHRUT! MODKE)

Mane: Unknown Homsond(s)

Rewoi for deley in reporting by the complaiasmt/informant:
No Ly

Parficydars of propertics Sinter:
L Mombame ] Age o Property ] Filimoted CmigR INR] ]

‘Faial value pi property siolen:

et Repar LD, Coxe Na, if sy

¥Hirst lnfsroi o confeats

Pursuastl tn the Nolification No. $CRI-R0-0000030 HP-5101/Prioa deted 04,08.2020 ipued W 6 of the Delhi Special Police
TstshBshment Act (DSPE), 1946 by the Home Depariroent, Govt of Fhar fblowed by the Natification No. F.No 228/20/2020- AVD- 1
dated 0508220 dswed vly 5 of the DSPE Act by {be Mty of Perpoame!, Poblic Grievances ao] Pensiens, (Dopariment of Poryenme!
and Froining), Govt. of: Indiibeineestigation of FIR Fo, 2412020 dated 25,07.2(20 regtered ufs 341, 342, 380, 406, 420, 306, 506,
1208 IPC,, P5-Rejv Nagar, District-Paina relotod 1o the death of Bollywood Acux Sushant Singh Rajpat ks boen trmsferred (o Centra}
B of Tnvesligation Emhmﬁptbmlkcqﬁuufufnruﬁdﬂuﬁf:ﬂmmﬂflhmmm becewilh &t Annesure-A, Bmid ©

Regulir Cavs i, (herefore, regisierad ws 341, 342, 380, 406, 420, 306, 506, 1208 IPC agaiost (1) Rbn Chakroborty and ber

A
fandly merbers (2) Sh. Fadeaft Chazabocty, (3) St Stredhyn Chekaborty, (4} Sh. Showik Chakroborty, (5) Sh. Samued Minds, (6)
M. Sheuti Modi & othens pod entrusied to Sh. AnR Kumat Vadav, Addl, SP, CH, AC-VI, SIT, New Dehii for investigatian.

Adknhkmaﬁlmllwnhmld‘wnnﬂmnﬁsmmiﬂhnﬂdﬁmﬁ)ﬂk = mentioped xt Kem No2:

Registrred the cese and ok up the brves tigatioo: Yes
OR

Dirpchd

Mg of K0 Anil Kunae Yaday

Ronk; ADOL SUPERENTENDENT UF POLICE(AC-VT Defhid)



‘tr:: tuke the inwsﬁgdiuﬁ}l?
B) Rafisedinwstigation doe to

O

4) TemstoredTo PS:
Districk

o et OF Fuviydirtion,
Attsehed Documonts:
Dogumeat Name

Copy of FIR Na 24) of 2020 ol PS Rajiv Nogar Patna
Notification of Goveronem ol Biur
Nuotifioation of Governoment of Indin

PR readuwr 2o the comgl sinantS aformant, scienlthed o b correctty reconded auda copy piven to the complaingat/infocmnd, frer of eat.
ROAC

Blgnatere! Tinsak boyressi
H. complainaat/inkorsromt semelathe Sigeratere ok Offiter \n in-chenze Police Staiton ]
Nara; Rayi Ciarobivie
Ronk: SUFDT. OF POLICE(ACN

. 20
15, It e of dcpichto e oot (RAVI GAMBHIR) o4]o<)

Superintendent of Polic2
. CEIJAC-VIISIT
5B, 5th Floor, CBi Building, CGC Camplex,
Lodhi Road, New Delhi- 111,903,



Gavernment.of Bihar
Home Departmant
(Pohce BranCh}

N NGTIHCAT!ON

No. 9/6 &I-SB-GQ'IEO2§ HP— S IOl /!n ‘ekercise- of the DOWérs conferred
under sectloh E uf the’ Delht F’olu:e Establishiment Act, 1946 {Act 25 of 1946),
the. Gavernc;F Qf Blhaf IS pieased to accord: his ‘consent 3 exercise of powers

‘and junsdtcmm tu’fhe whote of Bilar and other places related to the Case o

the Tembets, of Delhi Special Police Establ{shment to investigate/supervise
and - inqu[re inta. the Rajiv Nagar {District- Patha) . P.5. Case No- -241/2020,
Dated-25-67-2020, Sectlon~341/342/380/406/420,[306/506/120[3) 1.P.C.
which '.'a.rq retated to Death of Bellywaad Actar Shushant Singh Rajput.

By order of the Governor of Blhar,
. . /

op 1wt &0
fSu nT §<umér)
Special Secretary to Gowernma nt.

No.8/C.B 1-80-09/2020 HP- Si03 fPatna, _Dated- 4 August, 2020
Copyforwarded to Superrntendent Govt, Press Gulzarbag, Patna for
publicationin extra ordmary Bihar Gazette/lncharge E-Gazette Cell, Finance
Department, Blhar Patna (Wlth CD) for information and necessary action.
' ( l}r
: t4lpg jse¥0
_ i Special Secretafy to Government.
Nu,gjc.s.t-so—ag-/zﬁzo Hp- Siot . ;’Patna, Dated- Y August, 2020
Copy forwarded to:- ' o '
1. (1) Additional Secretary, AS (&&V-) Ministry of Personnel, Public
Grievances and Pension, (Deparltment of Personnel and Training} Govt.
of india,’ ﬂe:w Delhi along with proper Performa and copy cf F.LR.
(ii} Joint Secretary, JS{S&V-1},.Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances
and Penslon, (Department of fersonnel and Training) Govt. of India,
New De}hl alang with proper Petforma and copy of F.L.R.

(iii) Director C81, C.G.Q Coimpl Lx Lodhi Road, New Delhi along with.

praper Performa and copy of FA|R.
(iv) Director General of Palice, Bjhar Patna,

V) DG, C.B.l, Dr. Sri Krishna|Path/Bailey Read, Patna/IT Managet, '
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Central Buresu of investigation

[TO BE PUBLISHED IN THE GAZETIE OF INDIA, PART-H, SECTION 3 (i}

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA Dy. No. Q42,00

MINISTRY OF PERSONNEL, PUBLIC GRIEVANGES AND PENSIONSDated_nRS’mQ‘\_my_

(DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL AND TRAINING)

| Dethi, dated el 08,2020 .
Dy. No. 3T & L AGHG- Zore New Delhi, diated G, .08.2020
Dus.. @JU gl 223, . NOTIFIGATION

Y T—— L L R canferred by sub section (1) of Section 5

“ead with Section 6 of the Delfil Special Police Establishment Act, 1948 (Act No. 25 of 1946)8
the Central Government, with the consant of the State Government of Bihar, issued vide

Home Department (Police Branch) Notification No,6/C.B.1-80-09/2020 HP-5101/Patna,

Dated 4™ August, 2020, heraby extends the powers and junisdiction of the members of the
Delhi Special Police Establishment to the whole State of Bihar for investigation into the Rajiv
Nagar Police Station, District. Patna, Case No 241/2020 dated-25.07.2020 under ssctions
341, 342, 380_‘-,;406, 420, 306, 506 and 120 B.LP.C. felating to the death of Bollywood actor
Shushant Singh Rajput, and any attempt, abetment, and conspiracy, in relation to of in
connection with such offence(s) and for fordny ather ‘offence committed in the course of
the same trangaction or arising oyt of the same facts.

[F.No. 228/20i2020-AVD-H]
(8.F.R. Tripathi)
UNDER SEGRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
To _ -
The Manager;
~ Govt. of India Press,
Mayapuri, Ring Road,
New Dethi- 110064.
F.No. 228/26/2020-AVD-lj New Delni  dated #§.08,2020

Copy TO _ :
@) The Chief Secretary, Gevernment of Bihar, Old‘Secretariat, Patna-800015-
(i) Fhe Diregtor, Central Bureau of Investigation (CBY), CGO Complex, New Delhi.
i} Dirzctor of Progecution, Central Bureau of Investigation- (CBi), CBO .campleX, New Delhi.
(iv) Guard Flle.

L

. (S.P.R. Tripathi)
Uinider Secretary to the Govemment of dia
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590
No. lRCO1(l|)120 0/CBIACU-VI/SIT/New Delhi  Dated : 06.08.2020

Copy to:

1. The Exclusive/Special Judicial Magistrate, CB1 Cases, Paina, Bihar.
2. Sub Judge/Addl. Chief Judical Magistrate-3, Patna Sadar, Patna, Bihar.

3. The Secretary, Ministry of Personnel, Public Grievances and Pension
(Department of Personnel and Training), Govt. of India, Delhi with reference to
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(20290) 20 Supreme Court Cases 184
(BEFORE HRISHIKESH Roy, 1)
RHEA CHAKRABORTY .. Petitioner;

Versus
STATE OF BIHAR AND OTHERS Respondents.

Transfer Petition (Crl.) No. 225 of 20207, decided on Aungust 19, 2020

A. Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — S. 406 — Power of Supreme Court

to transfer cases and appeals under — Scope of — Only cases and appeals,
and not investigation, can be transferred

— Hence, held, investigation could not be transferred from one State to
another in exercise of power under S. 406 CrPC r/w Or. XXXIX of the Supreme
Court Rules, 2013 — However, held, Single Judge of Supreme Court while
coﬁsidering transfer petition under S. 406 CrPC (as in present case), can invoke
power under Art. 142 of the Constitution to do complete justice and transfer the
investigation if the facts and circumstances so warrant (see in detail Shortnote
B) — Constitution of India — Art. 142 — Supreme Court Rules, 2013, Or.

XXXIX (Paras 19 to 21)

B. Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — 8, 406 and Ss. 154 to 159 and
S. 174 — Transfer of investigation — Power of Single Judge of Supreme Court
considering transfer petition under S. 406 CrPC to invoke Art. 142 of the
Constitution to transfer investigation when the facts and circumstances so
warrant, as power of transfer of investigation is not available under S. 406
CrPC itsel (see Shortnote A) — Exercise of such power under Art. 142 of the
Constitution to transfer the investigation — When warranted

— Unnatural death of well-known film star/actor — Transfer petition
filed under S. 406, for transfer of FIR filed in home State of the deceased
actor by his father the complainant, and all consequential proceedings, to
another State, where deceased was residing, where his unnatural death was
reported — Allegations of political interference against aforesaid two States,
having potential of discrediting investigation — Hence, held, for ensuring
public confidence in investigation and to do complete justice in the matter,
Single Judge of Supreme Court invoking powers conferred by Art. 142 of the
Constitution, and approving transfer of investigation to CBI

— Held, transfer of investigation to CBI, cannot be routine ocourrence,

ut should be in exceptional circumstances —— One factor, which, however,

considered relevant for induction of Central Agency, is to retain “public

onfidence in the impartial working of the State agencies” as was recently

reiterated in Arnab Ranjan Goswami, (2020) 14 SCC 12 — It is also consistent
view of Court, that it is not for accused to choose investigating agency

1 Petitions filed under Order XXXIX for Transfer of FIR No. 24] of 2020 dated 25-7-2020

r——
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— Herein, political interference against both States is alleged, which has
potential of discrediting investigation — Also, conflict between two State
Governments, on who amongst two, is competent to jnvestigate case, is
apparent here — Legal process must therefore be focused upon revelation
of correct facts through credible and legally acceptable investigation — It
must be determined, whether unnatural death was result of some criminal
acts — Records of case produced before Supreme Court, do not prima facie
suggest any wrong doing by Mumbai Police — However, their obstruction to
Bihar Police team at Mumbai, could have been avoided, since it gave rise to
suspicion on bona fide of their inquiry — Police at Mumbai were conducting
only limited inquiry into cause of unnatural death, under S. 174 CrPC, and
therefore, it cannot be said with certainty at present stage, that they will not
undertake investigation on other aspects of unnatural death, by registering
FIR — However, while steps taken by Mumbai Police in limited inquiry
under S. 174 CrPC, may not be faulted on material available before Supreine
Court, considering apprehension voiced by stakeholders of unfair investigation,
Supreme Court must strive to ensure, that search for truth is undertaken by
independent agency, not controlled by either of two State Governments — Most
importantly, credibility of investigation and investigating authority, must be
protected

— In order to lend credibility to investigation and its conclusion, held, it
would be desirable to specify authority, which should conduct investigation in
aforesaid matter '

— While CBI cannot conduct any investigation without consent of State
concerned, as mandated under S. 6 of the DSPE Act, powers of constitutional
courts are not fettered by statutory restriction of DSPE Act

— In such backdrop, to ensure public confidence in investigation and to do
complete justice in matter, Single Judge of Supreme Court exercising power
under S. 406 CrPC considers it appropriate, to invoke powers conferred by
Art. 142 of the Constitution — As Single Judge of Supreme Court is exercising
lawful jurisdiction for assigned roster exercising power under S. 406 CiPC,
no impediment is seen for exercise of plenary power in present matter —
Therefore, while according approval for ongoing CBl investigation, if any other
case is registered on death of aforesaid actor and surrounding circumstances of
his unnatural death, CBI is directed to investigate new case as well

— Patna Police although found to be competent to investigate allegation
in complaint, FIR suggests, that most of transactions/incidents alleged in
complaint occurred within territorial jurisdiction of State of Mabharashtra
__ Mumbai Police was inquiring into unnatural death of complainant’s son
under S. 174 CrPC — So far, their inquiry has not resulted in any FIR
suggesting commencement of investigation on criminal aspects, if any —
However, incidents referred to in complaint, does indicate, that Mumbai Police
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also possess jurisdiction to undertake investigation on such circumstances
— Therefore, in event of case being registered also at Mumbai, consent for
investigation by CBY under S. 6 of the DSPE Act, can be competently given by
Maharashtra Government — Hence, aforementioned enabling order will make
it possible for CBI, to investigate new case, avolding rigours of S. 6 of the DSPE
Act, requiring consent from State of Maharashtra

— However, it is made clear, that conclusion and observations in present
order, is only for disposal of instant petition, and should have no bearing for any
other purpose — Constitution of India — Art, 142 — Transfer of investigation
in exercise of power under — When permissible and warranted — Police
— Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946 (Central Act 25 of 1946)
— 5. 6 — Penal Code, 1860 — Ss. 341, 342, 380, 406, 420, 306, 506 and
120-B — Courts, Tribunals and Judiciary — Supreme Court Rules, 2013, Or.

XXXIX (Paras 13 to 46)

C. Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Ss. 155 to 159 — Transfer of

investigation to CBI — When permissible and warranted — Principles
summarised

— Held, under federal design envisaged by Constitution, Police is a State
subject under Sch. VII List IT of the Constitution — Therefore, investi gation of
crime should normally be undertaken by State concerned’s police, where case
is registered — There can be situations, where particular crime by virtue of
its nature and ramification, is legally capable of being investigated by police
from different States or even by other agencies — Entrustment of investigation
to CBI is permitted, either with consent of State concerned or on orders of
constitutional court — However, investigation of crime by multiple authorities
transgressing into others domain, is impermissible — Constitution of India —
Sch. VI List I Entry 2 — Police — Delhi Special Police Establishment Act,
1946 (Central Act 25 of 1946), 8. 6 (Paras 13 to 46)

Ram Chander Singh Sagar v, State of T.N., (1978) 2 SCC 35 : 1978 SCC (Cri) 171, applied

State of W.B. v. Sampat Lal, (1985) 1 3CC 317: 1985 SCC (Cri) 62; State of W.B. v. Committee
Jor Protection of Democratic Rights, (2010) 3 SCC 571 : (2010) 2 SCC (Cri) 401; Monica
Kumar v. State of U. P, {2008) 8 SCC 781 : (2008) 3 5CC (Cri) 649, followed

Arnab Ranjan Goswami v. Union of India, (2020) 14 SCC 12 : (2020) 4 SCC (Cri) 663; K.V
Rajendran v. CBCID, (2013) 12 SCC 480 ; (2014) 4 SCC (Cri) 578, relied on

D. Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Ss. 174, 175, 154, 157 and 186 —
Proceeding under S. 174 — Scope of — Held, proceeding under S. 174 is
limited to inquiry carried out by police to find out apparent canse of unnatural

death — Aforesaid is not in nature of investigation undertaken after filing of
FIR under S. 154

— Instant case of unnatural death of well-known actor at city Mumbai in
State of Maharashtra and FIR filed by his father (R-2) at city Patna in State
of Bihar, which is his home State — Herein, Mumbai Police attempted to
stretch purview of 8. 174 without drawing up any FIR — Therefore, held, no

|27
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investigation pursuant to commission of co gnizable offence is being carxied out
by Mumbai Police — It is pre-emptive and premature to hold, that a parallel
investigation is being carried out by Mumbai Police

—_ Police of Mumbai has neither considered matter under S. 175(2),
suspecting commission of cognizable offence, nor proceeded for registration of
FIR under S. 154 or referred matter under S. 157, to nearest Magistrate having
jurisdiction

— Tn case of future possibility of cognizance being taken by two courts
in different jurisdictions, issue could be resolved under S. 186 CrPC and other
applicable laws — No opinion is therefore expressed on future contingency and
issue is left open to be decided, if needed, in accordance with law

__ Hence, it is declared, that inquiry conducted under S. 174 by Mumbai
Police, is limited for definite purpose, but is not investigation of crime under
S. 157 — Penal Code, 1860, Ss. 341, 342, 380, 406, 420, 306, 506 and

120-B (Paras 22 to 25)
Manoj Kumar Sharma v. State of Chhartisgarh, (2016) 9 SCC 1: (2016) 3 SCC (Cri) 407,
Joliowed

E. Criminal Procedure Codé, 1973 — S. 154 — FIR — Registration of —
When mandated — Held, registration of FIR is mandated, when information
of cognizable offence is received by police (Para 27)

Lalita Kumari v. State of U.R, (2014)23CC 1: {2014} 1 SCC (Cri) 524, followed

F. Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Ss. 154 t0 159, 177 and 178 — Power
and conduct of investigation by police — Territorial jurisdiction of police
station concerned, to investigate case — Determination of — Police and courts
at place where complainant resides — When have jorisdiction

__ Instant case of unnatural death of well-kmown actor at city Mumbai
in State of Maharashtra and FIR filed by his father (R-2) at city Patna in
State of Bihar, which is his home State — Petitioner (who is friend of
deceased and she too is in acting field since last many years, and was in a
live-in relationship with deceased, but few days prior to death of actor, she
shifted to her own residence at Mumbai) contended, that incidents alleged
in complaint lodged by father of deceased, have taken place entirely within
jurisdiction of State of Maharashtra, and therefore, complaint as received,
should have been forwarded to jurisdictional police station at Mumbai, for
conducting investigation, and, that despite want of jurisdiction, complaint was
registered at Patna, only because of political pressure broughtupon Bihar Police
authorities — Petitioner further argued, that courts in Bihar, do not exercise
lawful jursdiction in subject-matter of complaint, and since acts alleged in
complaint are relatable to Mumbai jurisdiction, mere factum of complainant
being resident of Patna, does not confer jurisdiction on Patna Police to conduct
investigation —— Jurisdiction of Patna Police to register complaint — Legality of
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— Held, registration of FIR is mandated when information of cognizable
offence is received by police

— Herein, R-2 father of the deceased actor, in his complaint, alleged
commission of cognizable offence, and therefore, it was incumbent for
Patna Police, to register FIR and commence investigation — According to
complainant, his attempt from Patna to talk to his son on telephone was
thwarted by accused persons and possibility of saving life of his son through
father-son engagement, was missed out — In consequence, complainant lost
his only son, who at appropriate time, was expected to light funeral pyre of
father — Moreover, his allegations relating to criminal breach of trust, cheating
and misappropriation of money from account of deceased, which were to be

. eventually accounted for in Patna (where complainant resides), could prima

facie indicate lawful jurisdiction of Patma Police — Having regard to law
enunciated by Supreme Court, held, Patna Police committed no illegatity in
registering complaint — Looking at nature of allegations in complaint, which
also relate to misappropriation and breach of trust, exercise of Jurisdiction by
Patna Police appears to be in order — At the stage of investigation, they were
not required to transfer FIR to Mumbai Police — For the same reason, Bihar
Government was competent to give consent for entrustment of investigation to
CBI and as such ongoing investigation by CBI is held to be lawful

— Further, interpretation of Ss. 177 and 178 CrPC would be relevant
in instant jssue — Police — Delhi Special Police Establishment Act, 1946

(Central Act 25 of 1946) — 8. 6 — Penal Code, 1860, Ss. 341, 342, 380, 406,
420, 306, 506 and 120-B (Paras 26 to 34)

Sarvinder Kaur. State (NCT of Delhi), (1999) 8 SCC 728 : 1999 SCC (Cri) 1503; Y. Abraham
Ajith v. State, (2004) 8 SCC 100 : 2004 SCC (Cri) 2134; Asir Bhattacharjee v. Hanuman
Prasad Ojha, (2007) 5 SCC 786 - (2007) 3 SCC (Cri) 31; Naresh Kavarchand Khatri v.
State of Gujarar, (2008) 8 SCC 300 : (2008) 3 SCC (Cri) 614; Rasiklal Dalpatram Thakkar
v. State of Gujarat, (2010) 1 SCC 1 - (2010) 1 SCC (Cri) 436; Lee Kun Hee v. State of U.B,
(2012)3 8CC 132 : (2012) 2 8CC (Civ) 1:(2012) 2 8CC (Cri) 72, followed

The questions before the Supreme Court were:

(a) Whether this Court has power to transfer investigation (not case or
appeal) under Section 406 CrPC.

(b) Whether the proceeding under Section 174 CrPC conducted by
Mumbai Police to inquire into the unnatural death, can be termed as an
investigation.

(¢} Whether it was within the jurisdiction of Patna Police to Tegister the
FIR and commence Investigation of the alleged incidents which took place in
Mumbai? As a corollary, what is the status of the investigation by CBI on the
consent given by the Bihar Government.



@
@
@

o
Clz
‘DI_
3=
=
FI‘E []

IS

@,

SCCO
Page 6
Printed
SCC O

nline Web Edition, @ 2023 EBC Publishing Pvi. Ltd.
Tuesday, August 01, 2023

For: Dipali Nilesh Qjha

nline Web Edition: hitp:/fwww.scconline.com

TruePrint™ source: Supreme Court Cases, © 2023 Eastern Book Company. The text of this version of

this jud

gment is protected by the law deciared by the Supreme Court in Eastern Book Company v. D.B.

Modal, (2008) 1 SCC 1 paras 61, 62 & 63,

RHEA CHAKRABORTY v. STATE OF BIHAR 189

(&) What is the scope of the power of a Single Judge of the Supreme Court
exercising jurisdiction under Section 406 CrPC and whether this Court can
issue direction for doing complete justice, in exercise of plenary power.
Answering the above questions, the Supreme Court held as above.

Y-D/65310/SR

Advocates who appeared in this case :
Tushar Mehta, Solicitor General, Shyam Divan, Vikas Singh, Maninder Singh, R.

Basant and Dr A.M. Singhvi, Senior Advocates (Satish Maneshinde, Malak Manish
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The Judgment of the Court was delivered by

HRISHIKESH ROY, J.— This transfer petition is filed under Section 406
of the Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973 (for short “CrPC”) read with Order
XXXIX of the Supreme Court Rules, 2013, with prayer for transfer of FIR
No. 241 of 2020 (dated 25-7-2020) under Sections 341, 342, 380, 406, 420,
306, 506 and 120-B of the Penal Code, 1860 (for short “IPC™) registered at
Rajeev Nagar Police Station, Patna and all consequential proceedings, from
the jurisdiction of the Additional Chief Judicial Magistrate II1, Patna Sadar,
to the Additional Chief Metropolitan Magistrate, Bandra, Mumbai. The matter b
relates to the unnatural death of the actor Sushant Singh Rajput on 14-6-2020,
at his Bandra residence at Mumbai. The deceased resided within Bandra Police
Station jurisdiction and there itself, the unnatural death under Section 174 CtPC
was reported. ‘

2. The petitioner is a friend of the deceased, and she toois in the acting field
since last many years. As regards the allegations against the petitioner in the
FIR, the petitioner claims that she has been falsely implicated in the Patna FIR, ©
filed by Krishan Kishor Singh, Respondent 2, the father of the deceased actor.
The petitioner and the deceased were in a live-in relationship but on 8-6-2020,

a few days prior to the death of the actor, she had shifted to her own residence at
Mumbai. According to the petitioner, Mumbai Police is competent to undertake
the investigation, even for the FIR lodged at Patna.

3. Heard Mr Shyam Divan, learned Senior Counsel appearing for the ¢
petitioner, Mr Maninder Singh, learned Senior Counsel appearing on behalf
of Respondent 1 State of Bihar, Mr Vikas Singh, learned Senior Counsel
appearing on behalf of Respondent 2 complainant, Dr A.M. Singhvi and Mr R.
Basant, learned Senior Counsel appearing on behalf of Respondent 3 State
of Maharashtra and Mr Tushar Mehta, learned Solicitor General of India
appearing on behalf of Respondent 4 Union of India,

4. The petitioner contends that the incidents alleged in the complaint lodged
by the father of the deceased, have taken place entirely within the jurisdiction
of the State of Maharashtra, and therefore, the complaint as received, should
have been forwarded to the Jurisdictional police station at Bandra, Mumbai,
for conducting the investigation. However, despite want of jurisdiction, the
complaint was registered at Pama only because of political pressure brought ¢
upon Bihar Police authorities. Mr Shyam Divan, learned Senior Counsel for the
petitioner argues that the courts in Bihar do not exercise lawful jurisdiction in
the subject-matter of the complaint, and since the acts alleged in the complaint
are relatable to Mumbai jurisdiction, the mere factum of complainant being
a resident of Patna, does not confer jurisdiction on Bihar Police to conduct
the investigation. Adverting to the subsequent transfer of the investigation to
CBI, Mr Divan argues that since Bihar Police lacked jurisdiction to investigate g
the allegations in the complaint, the transfer of the investigation to CBI on
Bihar Government’s consent, would not amount to a lawful consent of the
State Government, under Section 6 of the Delhi Special Police Act, 1946 (for
short “the DSPE Act”). The FIR according to the petitioner is contradictory
and the complaint fails to disclose how the alleged actions of the petitioner,
led 1o the suicidal death of the actor. The petitioner projects that she has fully h
~co-operated with Mumbai Police in their inquiry but will have no objection
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if the investigation is conducted by CBI. Mr Shyam Divan, learned Senior
Counsel submits that justice needs to be done in this case and powers under
Article 142 of the Constitution can be invoked by the Cout.

5. Representing the State of Bihar, Mr Maninder Singh, learned Senior
Counsel submits that the complaint disclosed a cognizable offence, and
therefore, it was incumbent for Patna Police to register the FIR and proceed
with the investigation. Since allegations of criminal breach of trust, cheating
and defalcation of money from the account of the deceased are alleged, the
consequences of the offence are projected to be within the jurisdiction of

~ the State of Bihar. The Senior Counsel highlights that Mumbai Police was

conducting the enquiry into the unnatural death of the actor under Sections 174,
175 CrPC and such proceeding being limited to ascertaining the cause of
death, does not empower Mumbai Police to undertake any investigation, on the
allegations in the complaint of Respondent 2, without registration of an FIR
at Mumbai.

6. Referring to the non-cooperation and obstruction of the Maharashtra
authorities to the SIT of Bihar Police which reached Mumbai on 27-7-2020
and the quarantined detention of the Superintendent of Police, Patna, who
had reached Mumbai on 2-8-2020, the Senior Counsel argues that Mumbai
Police was trying to suppress the real facts and were not conducting a fair and
professional inquiry. Since no investigation relatable to the allegations in the
complaint was being conducted and FIR was not registered by Mumbai Police,
the action'of Bihar Police in registering the complaint, is contended to be legally
justified. On that basis, the Bihar Government’s consent for entrustment of the
investigation to CBI is submitted to satisfy the requirement of Section 6 of the
DSPE Act. Besides, as the petitioner herself has called for a CBI investigation
and as CBI has since registered a case and commenced their investigation (on
the request of the State of Bihar), the Senior Counsel submits that this transfer
petition is infructuous.

7. Projecting the agony of the deceased’s father, Mr Vikas Singh, learned |
Senjor Counsel submits that the complainant has lost his only son under
suspicious circumstances and was naturally interested in a fair investigation to
unravel the truth. The inquiry by Mumbai Police under Section 174 CrPC is not
an investigation of the complainant’s allegations and therefore the registration
of the case and investigation into those allegations by Bihar Police is contended
to be justified. Since only an investigation (not a case or appeal) is pending
at Patna, and a legally competent investigation has commenced, invocation of
Section 406 power by this Court to transfer the investigation, is projected to be
not merited. When misappropriation and criminal breach of trust is alleged in
respect of the assets of the deceased actor and the property concerned relatable
to the alleged offence, will have to be accounted eventually to the complainant
(as a Class I legal heir of the deceased), the action of Paina Police is contended
to be within jurisdiction, under Section 179 read with Section 181(4) CrPC
which speaks of consequences ensuing at another place, as a result of the
alleged crime.

8. Representing the State of Maharashtra, Dr Abhishek Manu Singhvi,
learned Senior Counsel submits that following the unnatural death of Sushant
Singh Rajput on 14-6-2020 at his Bandra residence, Mumbai Police registered
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an accidental death report (“ADR”) and commenced inquiry under Section 174
CrPC to ascertain the cause of death and also to determine whether the death
was the result of some criminal act committed by some other persons. In
the course of the inquiry, the statements of 56 persons were recorded and
other evidence such as the post-mortem report, forensic report, etc. have been
collected. If the inquiry discloses commission of a cognizable offence, Mumbai
Police will register a FIR. According to Dr Singhvi, there can be no outer
time-limit for conclusion of Section 174 or Section 175 CrPC proceedings.

9. The State of Maharashtra Counsel argues that every offence shall
ordinarily be inquired into and tried by a court within whose local jurisdiction,
the offence was committed and on that basis, Dr Singhvi submits, that Bihar
Police should have transferred the complaint to Mumbai Police authorities.
Alternately, they could have registered a “zero FIR” and then should have

133

trausferred the case for investigation to Mumbai Police. Pointing towards

potential misuse, Dr Singhvi submits that if registration of complaint in another

State is permitted, it will enable a person to choose the investigating authority

and will obstruct exercise of lawful jurisdiction by the local police. This will

impact the country’s federal structure. The Semior Counsel refers to media

Ieports 1o project that Bihar Police were hesitant to register the complaint of
Respondent 2 but they were prevailed upon by political pressure.

10. The Maharashtra counsel submits that the father and other family

,"’J':’t\_:\ members of the deceased in their statements to Mumbai Police, never

' & £ mentioned about the allegations in the complaint and those are projected

\lo be afterthoughts and improvements. Under the constitutional scheme,

e States have exclusive power to investigate a crime and the Senior

ounsel accordingly argues that crime investigation canmot be routinely

ansferred to the Central Agency. Referring to the reasons () sensitivity,

d (b) inter-State ramifications, given by Bihar Police for entrusting the

investigation to CBI, Dr Singhvi argues that the reasons are neither germane

nor bona fide. He submits that -ordinarily, the local police should conduct

investigation into any reported crime and entrustment of the investigation to

CBI must be an exception to meet extraordinary exigencies, but here consent

was given by the Bihar Government, for political exigencies.

11. Mr Tushar Mehta, learned Solicitor General of India, appears for the
Union of India and CBI. He projects that Maharashtra Police is yet to register
any FIR but is conducting only a limited inquiry under Section 174 CtPC, into
the unnatural death of the actor, In the absence of any FIR by Mumbai Police
following the death of the actor on 14-6-2020, the FIR registered at Patna at the
instance of the deceased’s father is projected to be the only one pending. He
therefore contends that the present matter does not relate to two cases pending
in two different States. Referring to the contradictory stand and the parallel
allegation of State’s Police being influenced by external factors in both States,
Mr Mehta submits that this itself justifies entrustment of the investigation to an
independent Central Agency.

12. The Jearned Solicitor General then points out that by acceding to
the request made by the State of Bihar, CBI has registered the FIR and
commenced investigation. Besides the Directorate of Enforcement, a Central
Agency, is also acting under the Prevention of Money Laundering Act, 2002.
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He therefore argues that a fair and impartial inquiry can be ensured if the
police of either State are kept away from investigating the alleged crime,
relating to the suspicious death of the film actor. Adverting to the affidavit of
Maharashtra Police that they have recorded the statements of 56 persons in the
Section 174 CrPC proceedings, the Solicitor General submits that since FIR is
not yet registered and Mumbai Police is discharging limited functions under
Section 174 CrPC, the investigation of any alleged crime following registration
of FIR is yet to legally commence in Mumbai and as such, there is no case
pending in the State of Maharashtra which can justify the invocation of powers
under Section 406 CrPC.

13. Under the federal design envisaged by the Constitution, Police is a State
subject under Schedule VI List II of the Constitution, Therefore, investigation
of a crime should normally be undertaken by the State concerned’s police,
where the case is registered. There can be situations where a particular crime
by virtue of its nature and ramification, is legally capable of being investigated
by police from different States or even by other agencies. The entrustment of
investigation to CBI is permitted either with consent of the State concerned
or on orders of the constitutional court. However, investigation of a crime by
multiple authorities transgressing into the others domain, is avoidable.

14. In the instant case, the petitioner reposes confidence on Mumbai Police.
The records of the case produced before this Court, does not prima facie suggest
any wrong doing by Mumbai Police. However, their obstruction to Bihar Police
team at Mumbai could have been avoided since it gave rise 1o suspicion on
the bona fide of their inquiry. The Police at Mumbai were conducting only
a limited inquiry into the cause of unnatural death, under Section 174 .C1PC,
and therefore, it cannot be said with certainty at this stage that they will not
undertake an investigation on the other aspects of the unnatural death, by
registering a FIR. _

15. Uncertain about the future contingency at Mumbai, the father of the
deceased has filed the complaint at Patna, levelling serious allegations against
the petitioner following which, the FIR is registered and Bihar Police has started
their investigation. The case is now. taken over by CBI at the request of the
Bihar Goveriment. The petitioner has no objection for investigation by CBI,
but is sceptical about the bona fide of the steps taken by the Bihar Government
and Patna Police.

16. On the other hand, the projection from the side of the complainant
and the Bihar Government is that Mumbai Police even during the limited
inquiry under Section 174 CrPC, are attempting to shield the real culprits under
political pressure. This is however, stoutly refuted by the State of Maharashtra
whose stand is that Bihar Police has no jurisdiction to investigate the crime
where, the incident and criminal acts if any, have occurred within the State of
Maharashtra.

17. Transfer of investigation to CBI cannot be a routine occurrence
but should be in exceptional circumstances. One factor which however is
considered relevant for induction of the Central Agency is to retain “public
confidence in the impartial working of the State agencies”, as was recently
reiterated for the Bench by Dhananjaya Y. Chandrachud, J. in Arnab Ranjan
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Goswami v. Union of India!. It is also the consistent view of the Court that it
is not for the accused to choose the investigating agency. In the instant case,
political interference against both States is alleged which has the potential
of discrediting the investigation. The legal process must therefore be focused
upon revelation of the correct facts through credible and legally acceptable
investigation. It must be determined whether the unnatural death was the result
of some criminal acts. In order to lend credibility to the investigation and its
conclusion, it would be desirable in my view, to specify the authority, which
should conduct the investigation in this matter.

18. At this stage, having regard to the respective stand of the parties,
following core issues arise for consideration in this case:

18.1. (2) Whether this Court has power to transfer investigation (not case
or appeal) under Section 406 CrPC.

18.2. (b) Whether the proceeding under Section 174 CrPC conducted
by Mumbai Police to inquire into the unnatural death, can be termed as an
investigation.

18.3. (c) Whether it was within the jurisdiction of Patna Police to register
the FIR and commence investigation of the alleged incidents which took place
in Mumbai? As a corollary, what is the status of the investigation by CBI on
the consent given by the Bihar Government.

18.4. (d) What is the scope of the power of a Single Judge exercising
jurisdiction under Section 406 CrPC and whether this Court can issue direction
for doing complete justice, in exercise of plenary power.

Transfer power under Section 406 CrPC

19. Section 406 CrPC empowers the Supreme Court to transfer cases and
appeals. The scope of exercise of this power is for securing the ends of justice.
The precedents suggest that transfer plea under Section 406 CrPC were granted
in cases where the Court believed that the trial may be prejudiced and fair and
impartial proceedings cannot be carried on, if the tdal continues. However,
transfer of investigation on the other hand was negated by this Court in Ram

Chander Singh Sagar v. State of T.N.2 Writing the judgment V.R. Krishna
Iyer, J. declared that: (SCC Pp- 35-36, paras 1-2)

“1. The Code of Criminal Procedure clothes this Court with power
under Section 406 to transfer a case or appeal from one High Court or a
court subordinate to one High Court to another High Court or to a court
subordinate thereto. But, it does not clothe this Court with the power to
transfer investigations from one police station to another in the country
simply because the first information or a remand report is forwarded to
a Court. The application before us stems from a misconception about the
scope of Section 406. There is as yet no case pending before any court as
has been made clear in the counter-affidavit of the State of Tamil Nadu. In

the light of this counter-affidavit, nothing can be done except to dismiss
this petition.

1 (2020) 14 8CC 12 (2020) 4 SCC (Cr) 663
2 (1978)25CC 35: 1978 SCC (Cri) 171
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2. If the petitiopers are being directed to appear in a far-off court during
investigatory stage it is for them to move that court for appropriate orders
so that they may not be tormented by long travel or otherwise teased by
judicial process. If justice is denied there are other redresses, not under
Section 406, though it is unfortunate that the petitioners have not chosen to
move that court to be absolved from appearance until necessitated by the
circumstances or the progress of the investigation. To come to this Court
directly seeking an order of transfer is travelling along the wrong street. We
are sure that if the second petitioner is ailing, as is represented, and this fact
is brought to the notice of the Court which has directed her appearance, just
orders will be passed in case there is veracity behind the representation.
We need hardly say courts should use their processes to the purpose of
advancing justice, not to harass parties. Anyway, so far as the petition for
transfer is concerned, there is no merit we can see and so we dismiss it.”

20. The contrary references cited by the petitioner where transfer of
investipation was allowed, do not in any manner, refer to a determination on
the question of competence to transfer investigation under Section 406. In the
cited cases, relief was granted without any discussion of the law, ignoring the
long standing ratio laid down in Ram Chander Singh Sagar?.

21. Having considered the contour of the power under Section 406 C1PC,
it must be concluded that only cases and appeals (not investigation) can be
transferred. The ratio in Ram Chander Singh Sagar? in my view, is clearly
applicable in the present matter.

Scope of Section 174 CrPC proceeding

22, The proceeding under Section 174 C1PC is limited to the inquiry carried
out by the police to find out the apparent cause of unnatural death. These are not
in the nature of investigation, undertaken after filing of FIR under Section 154

" CrPC. In the instant case, in Mumbai, no FIR has been registered as yet.

Mumbai Police has neither considered the matter under Section 175(2) CtPC,
suspecting commission of a cognizable offence nor proceeded for registration
of FIR under Section 154 or referred the matter under Section 157 CrPC, to the
nearest Magistrate having jurisdiction.

23. On the above aspect, the ratio in Manoj Kumar Sharma v. State of
Chhattisgarh?® will bear scrutiny. This was a case of suicide by hanging and
M.B. Lokur, J. speaking for the Bench held as follows: (SCC pp. 11-12,
paras 19-20 & 22)

“19. The proceedings under Section 174 have a very limited scope. The
object of the proceedings is merely to ascertain whether a person has died
under suspicious circumstances or an unnatural death and if so what is the
apparent cause of the death. The question regarding the details as to how the
deceased was assaulted or who assaulted him or under what circumstances
he was assaulted is foreign to the ambit and scope of the proceedings under
Section 174 of the Code. Neither in practice nor in law was it necessary for
the police to mention those details in the inquest report. It is, therefore, not

2 Ram Chander Singh Sagar v. State of T.N., (1978) 2 SCC 35 : 1978 SCC (Cd) 171
(2016) 9 SCC 1 : (2016) 3 SCC (Cri) 407
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necessary to enter all the details of the overt acts in the inquest report. The
procedure under Section 174 is for the purpose of discovering the cause of
death, and the evidence taken was very short. ..,

20. ... Sections 174 and. 175 of the Code afford a complete Code in

itself for the purpose of “inquiries” in cases of accidental or suspicious
purp q

deaths and are entirely distinct from the “investigation” under Section 157
of the Code....

* ® *

22. In view of the above, we are of the opinion that the investigation on
an inquiry under Section 174 of the Code is distinct from the investigation

as contemplated under Section 154 of the Code relating to commission of
a cognizable offence....” -

24. In the present case, Mumbai Police has attempted to stretch the purview
of Section 174 CrPC without drawing up any FIR and therefore, as it appears,
no investigation pursuant to commission of a cognizable offence is being
carried out by Mumbai Police. They are yet to register a FIR. Nor have they
made a suitable determination, in terms of Section 175(2) CrPC. Therefore,
it is pre-emptive and premature to hold that a parallel investigation is being
carried out by Mumbai Police. In case of a future possibility of cognizance
being taken by two courts in different jurisdictions, the issue could be resolved
under Section 186 CrPC and other applicable laws. No opinion is therefore

expressed on a future contingendy and the issue is left open to be decided, if
needed, in accordance with law. -

25. Following the above, it is declared that the inquiry conducted under
Section 174 CtPC by Mumbai Police is limited for a definite purpose but is not
an investigation of a crime under Section 157 CrPC.

Jurisdiction of Patna Police to register complaint

26. Respondent 2 in his complaint alleged commission of a cognizable
& Voffence and therefore, it was incumbent for the police to register the FIR and

the possibility of saving the life of his son through father-son engagement,
“ was missed out. In consequence, the complainant lost his only son, who at the
A appropriate time, as the learned counse} has vividly submitted, was expected to
light the funeral pyre of the father.

27. Registration of FIR is mandated when information on cognizable
offence is received by the police. The precedents suggest that at the stage of
investigation, it cannot be said that the police station concerned does not have
territorial jurisdiction to investigate the case, On this aspect the ratio in Lalita
Kumari v. State of U.P4 is relevant where on behalf of the Constitution Bench,
P. Sathasivam, C.J. pronounced as under: (SCC p. 61, para 120)

“120.1. The registration of FIR is mandatory under Section 154 of the
Code, if the informatjor discloses commission of a cognizable offence and
1o preliminary inquiry is permissible in such a situation.
4 (2014)2 5CC1:(2014)1 SCC (Cri) 524

L
R

137
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120.2. If the information received does not disclose a cognizable

offence but indicates the necessity for an inquiry, a preliminary inquiry may

a be conducted only to ascertain whether cognizable offence is disclosed or
not.”

28. The interpretation of Sections 177 and 178 CrPC would be relevant on
the issue. In Satvinder Kaur v. State (NCT of Delhi)’ for the Division Bench,
M.B. Shah, J. wrote as under: (SCC pp. 734-35, para 12)

“I2. A reading of the aforesaid sections would make it clear that
Section 177 provides for “ordinary” place of enquiry or trial. Section 178,
inter alia, provides for place of enquiry or trial when it is uncertain in
which of several local areas an offence was committed or where the offence
was committed partly in one local area and partly in another and where it
consisted of several acts done in different local areas, it could be enquired
into or tried by a court having jurisdiction over any of such local areas.
o Hence, at the stage of investigation, it cannot be held that the SHO does
not have territorial jurisdiction to investigate the crime.”

29. Likewise, Arijit Pasayat, J. in Y. Abraham Ajith v. State®, writing for
the Division Bench pronounced as follows: (SCC p. 105, paras 12-14)

“12. The crucial question is whether any part of the cause of action

d arose within the jurisdiction of the court concerned. In terms of Section 177
of the Code, it is the place where the offence was committed. In essence it

is the cause of action for initiation of the proceedings against the accused.

13. While in civil cases, normally the expression “cause of action” is
used, in criminal cases as stated in Section 177 of the Code, reference is
to the local jurisdiction where the offence is committed. These variations

" in etymological expression do not really make the position different. The
expression “cause of action” is, therefore, not a stranger to criminal cases.

14. Tt is settled law that cause of action consists of a bundle of facts,

which give cause to enforce the legal inquiry for redress in a court of law.

In other words, it is a bundle of facts, which taken with the law applicable

to them, gives the allegedly affected party a right to claim relief against the

f opponent. It must include some act done by the latter since in the absence
of such an act no cause of action would possibly accrue or would arise.’

30. When allegation of criminal breach of trust and misappropriation is
made, on the jurisdictional aspect, this Court in Asit Bhattacharjee v. Hanuman
Prasad Ojhd’, in the judgment written by S.B. Sinha, J. observed as under:
(SCC p. 795, paras 21-22)

g “2]. Section 181 provides for place of trial in case of certain offences.
Sub-section (4) of Section 181 was introduced in the Code of Criminal
Procedure in 1973 as there existed conflict in the decisions of various High
Courts as regards commission of offence of criminal misappropriation and
criminal breach of trust and with that end in view, it was provided that

ey 5 (1999) 8 SCC 728 : 1999 SCC (Crd) 1503
S M\ 6 (2004) 8 SCC 100 : 2004 SCC (Cri) 2134
7 (2007)5SCC 786 : (2007) 3 SCC (Cri) 31
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such an offence may be inquired into or tried by the court within whose
jurisdiction the accused was bound by law or by contract to render accounts
or return the entrusted property, but failed to discharge that obligation.
22. The provisions referred to hereinbefore clearly suggest that even
if a part of cause of action has arisen, the police station concerned situate
within the jurisdiction of the Magistrate empowered to take cognizance

under Section 190(1) of the Code of Criminal Procedure will have the
jurisdiction to make investigation.”

31. In the later judgment of Naresh Kavarchand Khatriv. State of Gujarat®,
this Court reiterated the ratio in Satvinder Kaur® and Asit Bhattacharjee’.

32. Once again, in Rasiklal Dalpatram Thakkar v. State of Gujarai®, while
approving the earlier decisions in Satvinder Kaur3 in the judgment rendered by
Altamas Kabir, J, as he was then, the Supreme Court made it very clear that a
police officer cannot refrain from investigating a matter on territorial ground
and the issue can be decided after conclusion of the investigation. It was thus
held: (Rasiklal Dalpatram case®, SCC p. 9, para 27)

“27. In our view, both the trial court as well as the Bombay High Court
had correctly interpreted the provisions of Section 156 CrPC to hold that it
was not within the jurisdiction of the investigating agency to refrain itself
from holding a proper and complete investigation merely upon arriving at
a conclusion that the offences had been commitied beyond its territorial
jurisdiction.”

33. Moreover, the allegation relating to criminal breach of trust and
misappropriation of money which were to be eventually accounted for in
Patna (where the complainant resides), could prima facie indicate the lawful
jurisdiction of Patna Police. This aspect was dealt succinctly by J.S. Khehar, J.

as a member of the Division Bench in Lee Kun Hee v. State of U.P19 and it was
held as under: (SCC p. 149, para 38)

“38. ... ‘181, Place of trial in case of certain offences.—(1)-(3) * * *

(4) Any offence of criminal misappropriation or of criminal breach of tmst
may be inquired into or tried by a court within whose local jurisdiction the
offence was committed or any- part of the property which is the subject of the

offence was received or retained, or was required to be returned or accounted
for, by the accused person.’

A perusal of the aforesaid provision leaves no room for any doubt, that in
offences of the nature as are subject-matter of consideration in the present
controversy, the court within whose local jurisdiction, the whole or a part of

the consideration®... were required to be returned or accounted for....” would
have jurisdiction in the matter.”

8 (2008) &8 SCC 300 : (2008) 3 SCC (Cri) 614

5 Sarvinder Kaur v. State (NCT of Delhi), (1999) 8 3CC 728 : 1999 SCC (Cri) 1503
7 Asit Bhattacharjee v. Hanuman Prasad Ojha, (2007) 5 SCC 786 : (2007) 3 SCC (Cd) 31
0 (2010)1 SCC1:(2010)1 SCC (Cri)436.

10 (2012)3 SCC 132: (2012) 2 SCC(Civ) 1: (2012) 2 SCC (Cri) 72
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34. Having regard to the law enunciated by this Court as noted above,
it must ‘be held that Patna Police committed no illegality in registering the
complaint. Looking at the nature of the allegations in the complaint which also
relate to misappropriation and breach of trust, the exercise of jurisdiction by
‘Bihar Police appears to be in order. At the stage of investigation, they were not
required to transfer the FIR to Mumbai Police. For the same reason, the Bihar
Government was competent to give consent for entrustment of investigation to
CBI and as such the ongoing investigatior by CBI is held to be lawful.

Options before Mumbai Police

35. Patma Police although found to be competent to investigate the
allegation in the complaint, the FIR suggests that most of the transactions/
incidents alleged in the complaint occurred within the territorial Jjurisdiction of
the State of Maharashtra. Mumbai Police was inquiring into the unnatural death
of the complainant’s son under Section 174 CrPC. So far, their inquiry has not
resulted in any FIR suggesting commencement of investigation on the criminal
aspects, if any. However, the incidents referred to in the complaint does indjcate
that Mumbai Police also possess the jurisdiction to undertake investigation on
those circumstances. Therefore, in the event of a case being registered also at
Mumbeai, the consent for the investigation by CBI under Section 6 of the DSPE
Act can be competently given by the Maharashtra Government.

Investigation entrustment to CBI

36. While CBI cannot conduct any investigation without the consent of the
State concerned as mandated under Section 6, the powers of the constitutional
courts are not fettered by the statutory restriction of the DSPE Act. For this
proposition, one can usefully refer to State of W.B. v. Sampat Lal'l where
Ranganath Mishra, J. in his judgment for the three-Judge Bench, held that:
(SCC pp. 327-28, para 13)

“I13.... It is certainly mot for this Court at the present stage to examine
and come to a conclusion as to whether this was a case of suicide or murder.
If as aresult of investigation, evidence is gathered and a trial takes place the
Sessions Judge will decide that conltroversy and it may be that in due course
such controversy may be canvassed before this Court in some form or the
other. It would, therefore, be wholly inappropriate at this stage to enter into
such a question. ... In our considered opinion, Section 6 of the Act does not
apply when the Court gives a direction to CBI to conduct an investigation
and counse] for the parties rightly did not dispute this position.” ’

37. Similarly, the Constitution Bench in the judgment authored by D.K.
Jain, J. in State of W.B. v. Committee Jor Protection of Democratic Rights12
pronounced as follows: (SCC pp. 600-02, para 68)

“68. Thus, having examined the rival contentions in the context of the
constitutional scheme, we conclude as follows:
* *

11 (1985)1 5CC 317: 1985 SCC (Cri) 62
12 (2010) 3 8CC 571 : (2010) 2 SCC (Cri) 401
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(v) Restriction on Parliament by the Constitution and
restriction on the executive by Parliament under an enactment,
do mnot amount to restriction on the power of the Judiciary
under Articles 32 and 226 of the Constitution.

(vi) If in terms of Entry 2 of List I of the Seventh Schedule
on the one hand and Entry 2-A and Entry 80 of List I on the other,
an investigation by another agency is permissible subject to grant of
consent by the State concerned, there is no reason as to why, in an
exceptional situation, the Court would be precluded from exercising
the same power which the Union could exercise in terms of the
provisions of the statute. In our opinion, exercise of such power by
the constitutional courts would not violate the doctrine of separation
of powers. In fact, if in such a situation the Court fails to grant
relief, it would be failing in its constitutional duty.

(vii) When the Special Police Act itself provides that subject to
the consent by the State, CBI can take up investigation in relation
to the crime which was otherwise within the jurisdiction of the
State police, the Court can also exercise its constitutional power of
judicial review and direct CBI to take up the investigation within
the jurisdiction of the State. The power of the High Court under
Article 226 of the Constitution cannot be taken away, curtailed
or diluted by Section 6 of the Special Police Act, Irrespective of
there being any statutory provision acting as a restriction on the
powers of the Courts, the restriction imposed by Section 6 of the
Special Police Act on the powers of the Union, cannot be read
as restriction on the powers of the constitutional courts. Therefore,
exercise of power of judicial review by the High Court, in our
opinion, would not amount to infringement of either the doctrine
of separation of power or the federal structure,”

38. As noted earlier, the FIR at Patna was subsequently transferred to
CBI with the consent of the Bihar Government during pendency of this
transfer petition. However, in future, if commissjon of cognizable offence under
Section 175(2) CrPC is determined, the possibility of parallel investigation by
Mumbai Police cannot be ruled out. Section 6 of the DSPE Act, 1946, read
with Section 5 prescribe the requirement of consent from the State Government,
before entrustment of investigation to CBI. As CBI has already registered a
case and commenced investigation at the instance of the Bihar Government,
uncertainty and confusion must be avoided in the event of Mumbai Police also
deciding to simultaneously investigate the cognizable offence, based on their
finding in the inquiry proceeding: Therefore, it would be appropriate to decide
at this stage itself as to who should conduct the investigation on all the atiending
circumstances relating to the death of the actor Sushant Singh Rajput. This
issue becomes relevant only if another FIR is registered on the same issue, at

Mumbai. A decision by this Court on the point would confer legitimacy to the
investigation.

' é-ﬁunm‘.!.ha'naxasma
 ag o 5316
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Direction on investigation

39, The conflict between the two State Governments on, who amongst the
two is competent to investigate the case, is apparent here. In K.V. Rajendran v.
CBCID!'3, the three-Judge Bench in the judgment authored by Dr B.S. Chauhan,
J. held that transfer of investigation must be in rare and exceptional cases in
order to do complete justice between the parties and to instil straight confidence
in the public mind. While the steps taken by Mumbai Police in the limited
inquiry under Section 174 CrPC may not be faulted on the material available
before this Court, considering the apprehension voiced by the stakeholders of
unfair investigation, this Court must strive to ensure that search for the truth
is undertaken by an independent agency, not controlled by either of the two
State Governments. Most importantly, the credibility of the investigation and
the investigating authority, must be protected.

40. The ongoing investigation by CBI is held to be lawful. In the event a
new case is registered at Mumbai on the same issue, in the fitness of things, it
would be appropriate if the latter case too gets investigated by the same agency,
on the strength of this Court’s order. Such enabling order will make it possible

for CBI to investigate the new case, avoiding the rigours of Section 6 of the '

DSPE Act, requiring consent from the State of Maharashtra.

41. In Monica Kumar v. State of U.P'4, L.S. Panta, J. in his judgment,
referred to the inherent power conferred on this Court and stated the following:
(SCC p. 801, para 45) :

“45. Under Article 142 of the Constitution this Court in exercise of
its jurisdiction may pass such decree or make such order as is necessary
for doing complete justice in any “cause” or “matter” pending before it.
The expression “cause” or “matter” would include any proceeding pending
in court and it would cover almost every kind of proceeding in court
including civil or criminal. ... This Court’s power under Article 142(1) to
do “complete justice” is entirely of different level and of a different quality.
What would be the need of “complete justice” in a cause or matter would
depend upon the facts and circumstances of each case and while exercising
that power the Court would take into consideration the express provisions
of a substantive statute. Any prohibition or restriction contained in ordinary
laws cannot act as a limitation on the constitutional power of this Court.
Once this Court has seisin of a cause or matter before it, it has power to
issue any order or direction to do “complete justice” in the matter.”

42. The above ratio makes it amply clear that the Supreme Court in a
deserving case, can invoke Article 142 powers to render justice. The peculiar
circumstances in this case require that complete justice is done in this matter.
How this is to be achieved must now be decided.

43. As noted earlier, as because both the States are making acrimonious
allegations of political interference against each other, the legitimacy of the
investigation has come under a cloud. Accusing fingers are being pointed and

5%(2013) 12 SCC 480 : (2014) 4 SCC (Cri) 578
008) 8 SCC 781 : (2008) 3 SCC (Cri) 649
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people have taken the liberty to put out their own conjectures and theories. Such
comments, responsible or otherwise, have led to speculative public discourse

which have hogged media limelight. These developments unfortunately have
the propensity to delay and misdirect the investigation. In such situation, there

is reasonable apprehension of truth being a casualty and justice becoming a

victim.

44. The actor Sushant Singh Rajput was a talented actor in the Mumbai
film world and died well before his full potential could be realised. His family,

friends and admirers are keenly waiting the outcome of the investigation so
that all the speculations floating around can be put to rest. Therefore a fair,

competent and impartial investigation is the need of the hour. The expected
outcome then would be, a measure of Justice for the complainant, who lost his
only son. For the petitioner too, it will be the desired justice as she herself called
for a CBI investigation. The dissemination of the real facts through unbiased
investigation would certainly result in justice for the innocents, who might be
the target of vilification campaign. Equally importantly, when integrity and ©
credibility of the investigation is discernible, the trust, faith and confidence
of the common man in the judicial process will resonate. When truth meets
sunshine, justice will not prevail on the living alone but after Life’s fitful fever,

now the departed will also sleep well. Satyameva J ayate.

45. In such backdrop, to ensure public confidence in the investigation and
to do complete justice in the matter, this Court considers it appropriate toinvoke d

accordingly.

46. Before parting, it is made clear that the conclusion and observations in
this order is only for disposal of this petition and should have no bearing for

any other purpose.
47. The transfer petition is disposed of with the above order.

Ady .
SN. Chanage
Mumbel Maharashi
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1. W5Igd,

1. HT. Hdf=l =graTeid 9 Raghbir Singh v. State of Haryana, (1980) 3
SCC 70, ATHA & §o1 &Y AT FaG @1 g3t ST T a1l SRIdT
gRM 3 IPC 302 ¥ Ted SHhG B T A §Y FT1 T R M9 &
& ST BT T @ faan & 9@ iR @ e1ire o 981 af¥ed Bl
3T TT TN BT WG TG TP FU §IE 1 P T Wbl &
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“1[..] A trial for murder followed, a_conviction under Sec.

302 was entered and eventually the High Court confirmed

the conviction and sentence of life imprisonment so far as

the petitioner was concerned. A _false explanation of

suicidal hanging was set up by the policé officer-accused
but this was rejected [..] the courts below concurrently

found the guilt of the petitioner proved beyond reasonable

doubt.

[..]

Strenuous submissions have been made to us by Shri Mulla to
discredit the prosecution version of murder but we are not in
the least convinced that there is any error in the appreciation

or the conclusion.

4. We conclude with the disconcerting note sounded by
Abraham Lincoln:
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“If you once forfeit the confidence of Yyour
fellow citizens you can never regain their
respect and esteem. It is true that you can fool
all the people some of | the time, and some of
the people all the time, but you cannot fool all
the people all the time.

2. We are deeply disturbed by the diabolical recurrence of

police torture resulting in a terrible scare in the minds of

common citizens that their lives and liberty are under a

new peril when the guardians of the law gore human
rights to death. The vulnerability of human rights assumes a

traumatic, torturesome poignancy; the violent violation is

perpetrated by the police arm of the State whose function

is to protect the citizen and not to commit _gruesome

offences against them as has happened in this case.

3. The State. at the highest administrative and political
levels, we hope. will organise special strategies to prevent
and punish brutality by police methodology. Otherwise,

the credibility of the rule of law in our Republic vis-3-vis
the people of the country will deteriorate.”

2. 39S U & &0 N Ry T Avlexi ¥ ded RurT 3 R st
STt A1 8 $IR U Ue ) = 3 oy o Fpar 2 foraa Semafodi & dex
RTSTaT SR fafre et ufa F ot o w2
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“24(...] Increasingly, people are believing as observed by
Salmon quoted by Diogenes Laertius inLives of the

Philosophers, “Laws are like spiders’ webs: if some light or

powerless thing falls into them_it is caught, but a bigger
one can break through and get away.” Jonathan Swift in his

“Essay on the Faculties of the Mind” said in similar lines: “Laws

are like cobwebs, which may catch small flies, but let
wasps and hornets break through.” |

7. G I GRT 8! Tt Uit w1l T8 quid: TR il TR o < 2

8. JRIIT FieT ey R fazn wfiemm &) gan & o A 2w Y sfeR
SR BT HTIATE 21 g% @ IR 2t SFTae &7 oty e gu o, i a1
= A Bt e it & o garia W <oy 9 g sk Su awig
il A B S demr &) T €1 [Rhea Chakraborty v. State of
Bihar. (2020) 20 SCC 184]

9. 3 HTCRI H YA BIE A Wy a1 & s 22 3t Srarr b7 vy =y apareat
AR sﬁ:m%ﬁﬁﬁamﬁﬂwﬁmﬁﬂm@@mm
e oM BIE - HReH M F srqmde 142 ¥ AR e o7 vsar
PR T HIA B e S ot it o & 2

10. A1, YdT=d GGG = 3T 32X Rhea Chakraborty v. State of Bihar,
(2020) 20 SCC 184, WY el ¢ &,

“44. The actor Sushant Singh Rajput was a talented actor in the
Mumbat film world and died well before pis full poftential could
be realised. His family, friends and admirers are keenly waiting

the outcome of the investigation so that all the spectulations
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A

floating around can be put to rest Therefore a fai, competent
and impartial investigation is the need of the hour. The expected
outcome then would be a measure of justice for the
complainant, who lost his only son. For the petitioner too, it will
be the desired justice as she herself called for a CB/
investigation. The dissemination ‘of the real facts through
unbiased investigation would certainly result in justice for the
innocents, who might be the target of vilification campaign.
Fqually importantly, when integrity and credibility of the
investigation is discernible, the trust faith and confidence of the
common man in the judicial process will resonate. When truth
meets sunshine, justice will not prevail on the living alone but
after Life's fitful fever, now the departed will also sleep well.

Satyameva Jayate.”
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-13.1. Disha Salian death case: BJP's Nitesh Rane demands
narco test of Aaditya Thackeray

https://www.indiatodav.in/india/vi.deo/disha—sa!ian-death-

case-bjp-nitesh-ra ne-demands-narco-test-of-aaditya-

thackeray-2312259-2022-12-22

13.2. A HIur ﬁéﬁrrr@rﬁwﬂﬂaﬁc—ﬁm? Nitesh Rane

Pen Drive Evidence | Disha Salian

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9tt rchArMs

13.3. Maharashtra: ‘Sushant Singh was about to i-eveal the

/—‘_{"‘z{:‘\\ secret of Disha Salian’s murder, so he was murdered’, Union
< N
> \Minister Narayan Rane told the evidence of the murder

Mmoo
;fv‘f g /;w

Hgr ! 5N Dhanage

Eh'um;pnwm . .
b r%" \'-’!‘1‘3‘3“";‘?:“{;?6 ink: https://wmv.newsncr.comlnatlonal/maharashtra-sushant—
Gty KER .
*.f:.:" N “ . - [
T smgh—was-about—to-reveal-the—secret-of—d1sha—sallans-murder—so-

he-was-murdered-uni on—minister—naravan—rane—told-the-evidence—

of-the-murder/

13.4. Disha Salian had both pre-fall and post-fall injuries:

Forensics expert Dr Dinesh Rao
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Link:: https://www.opindia.com/2020/09/disha-salian-pre—post—

fall-injuries-forensics-expert-dinesh-rao/

13.5. Aditya Thackeray’s Name Allegedly Crops Up Again In

Sushant Singh Rajput Death Case As Rhea Chakraborty’s Call
Log Shows ‘AU’ Dialled Multiple Times

Link: htips://www.india.com/entertainment/bollywood-news-

aditva-tllackeravs-name-crops-up-ggain-in-sushant-singh-

raiput—death-case-as-rhea-chakrabortvs-call—log-shows-au-

dialled-multiple-times-4110044/

13.6. ‘Sushant was punched in his eye’: Autopsy staffer says he
didn’t trust Uddhav govt, ready to record his statement with

probe agencies

Link: https://www.opindia.com/2022/12/ sushant-punched-in—his'-

eve-autopsv-staff-says-he-didnt-trust-uddhav-govt/

13.7. fe=n afRm=aT gogA@ o= Aiegaaed mﬁt

Link: htips://www.tv9marathi.com/latest-news/internet-

calling-made-by-disha-salian-phone-after-her-death-

259945.html

13.8. An eyewitness tells media that Disha Salian was gang-

raped by 4 men in the party held on the eve of her death: Here

are the details

Link: httos://www.opindia.com/2020/09/eve-witness-tells-news-

nation-media-disha-salian-raped-party-details/
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13.9. Disha Salian case: Her fiance Rohan Rai had to be called

on intercom after she fell from 14th floor, took 25 mins to show-

up: Report

Link: htt‘ps://www.opindia.comfz020/09/disha—salians-ﬁance—

rohan-rai-took-20-25-rnins—to-arrive-after—her-fall/

13.10. Exclusive: What happened on the night Disha Salian

died? Her close friend reveals

Link;

https://www.indiatodaLiMnovies/celebrities/storv/exclusive-

what-ha ggened-on-the-nig ht-disha-salian-died-her-close-

friend-reveals-1708845-2020-08-07

13.11. Aaditya Thackeray will get into jail for Disha’s murder:

BJP leader Narayan Rane
Link; httns://www.deccanherald.comfindia/aaditva—thackerav-will—

get—into-iail—for—disha—s-murder—bin-leader—naravan—rane-
- 907288.html

13.12. Not suicide: BJP leader Narayan Rane says Sushant

Singh Rajput was murdered

Link: https://Www.indiatodav.in/movies/celebrities/storv/not-

suicide-naravan—rane-savs-sushant—s@h—raiput—was-murdered-
1707731-2020-08-04

13.13. Exclusive: Disha Salian's post-mortem report says she

had multiple injuries
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\5% Link: https://www.indiatodav.in/movies/celebrities/storv/exclusive-

disha-salian—post—mortem-report-multiple-unnatural-iniuries—

1708095-2020-08-05

13.14. What’s behind calls for Aaditya Thackeray’s narco test

in Disha Salian case

Link: https://www.indiatoday.in/india/story/aaditya-thackeray-

narco-test-in-disha-salian-case-2312777-2022-12-23

13.15. Nitesh Rane on Uddhav Thackeray | a2 101 A g
I5d BT TR Wrered] Yeald el

Link: https://www.youtube.comn/watch?v=ZbrAkAXKV{4
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1) (HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 1

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3T0stwmDFmA

2) (HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 2

https://www.youtube.com/watch?vzxoiNMiV03M8

3) (HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 3
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https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gEEJ7JbkiS]

4) (HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 4

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v:A7qm Rudyrg
5) (HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 5

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=iFKiiH8I22A

6)  (HINDI) SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 6

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=SquHJHBTMW

7) (HINDD SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinniti Part 7

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=6uzGde_FSsE

8) #SSR diaries part 8 by Deepti Pinniti

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=d PyNWbzfom0

SSR Diaries by Deepti Pinnati

https://www.voutube.com/watch?v=OCXiszqde&l ist=PLy5i
E2jcRO 75ulkPXeXE3HSrsF37 aNl
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& T TR F R T 0 9 2023 Y gRIid Brgas T
- a1 Tpadl g1 Sl STeY B ORI T B IR ¥Y SR

memﬁmm@mﬁmmwmﬁ
T

(xviii) T & o Faria & wie W are 3R 1 &1 9 et
S HTEE X 5T N SRl Geit SRRt g ), R

ﬂaﬁﬁ&ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬁ$aﬁﬁaﬁwm$qﬁ?ﬁﬁ%‘aﬁ
TP 9Na 3 Ui i 2

Who came to Mont Blanc on 13th Night, witness account by Bharat
Streamed live on Jul 23, 2021

Link:https://Www.voutube.comfwatch?v=9hBGS_qx9D[E&t=20135

SSR CASE EYE WITNESS AUDIO CLIP

. Link; https://Www.youtube.com/watch?v=OeNaduIU 2Vo
ZOTAN
L

\ Statement Of Real Eye Witness In Sushant Singh Rajput Casel
SK.ligge Vb
Y b ] )f Rhea Came Back In Mount Blanc On 13t

ek

7-’”"*_--“"5:;3:;: " Link: https /Iwww.youtube.com/watch?v=N96NsrS 1DEM

Ocvii) R g o9 T2 6 o o8 g7 Yhe ofk wm
ﬁ%ﬂﬁamﬁo—mﬁ%mwaﬂ%ﬁaﬁmm
R SR aeme ool = & frg T Tl IqP?
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oTadl § 3% aS 3R IR ST SRIHBT I 7. S
TR YT ¥ ATl B T3] giRaaid AT ot I B,

39 ST & g W USIRE [ mi g

(xix) B¢ T P Y 81 W SAERI & IR § gIegs & TR
. et oy 3 781 € 1R SR e ol Gerd b B T
AT o1 W61 § 1% oo e qried g e g 3R
% SR AN B E BT TG B HRP ITPT UG R
PR B T4 9910 R AP SAERI F femer 36 S
ygfid B 37 T Y A0 §H Al TSRS’ TS YR
ﬁtﬂﬁ%lx‘:ﬁaﬂ%%wﬁmqgﬁaﬁ?wqw e A Heg
FXAT B

Link & Title: Mel Gibson Provided 'Valuable
Intelligence' on Child Trafficking.

https:{[www.newsweek.com[mel-gibson—

- provided—va!uable-intelIigence-child-trafﬁcking-
docuseries-1805492 |

(o0 Jid T IeIgg F1 T GReHCH & 7T < ST 7T °F
el R R ardarg = A W A 1o 99 & Sarr &1 g
Riv @t eTed T8 § 9fer gen § | Juid R FF 1a W
e ¥ 3 FIF A, I 3RA F 7 Yab ARA & 918 us
T FT P 43Ik 9P TR ¢ gU U1 I Tg i IR P
qurid Rig Torgd &1 TSt et s € R S $1 sreTe &
=S EERI
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(o) FIT RIT & qreqaiy 9e § SR o Iuer vag 3 g
S | §1 7S Bz Wi 3t A & 918 g=iig R arg
T 3@ 0 3R IR IR T ped B PR =@ AR Y

R IGRIRED) Tel SIS, TH IR A G+ Suerey w oIk Tarey
Bt RufsTs HRa 7 3199 o7 et R Rarn & ok Sue e
MUY (Affidavit) T 7 S P1E A arR fFar 2

Link:

bttps://drive.google.com/file/d/ 1aDxv205PgvN3TtmQAkeUT
VEN60COUprd/view?usp=drive link

gt R & i oy fearese 3 off 'R - Bharat' TR SR &
I 1 5 B9 U= T 58 A0 Y e B 2 99 39
Gty R e St &7 S Fey 9T § Sk g N samEr e
ﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁﬂ?%%ﬂﬁ@?ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁmﬂ@ﬁﬁm
Y g1 gR1ia B g B |

%ﬂ.nﬁw%amﬁﬂaﬁémm'aﬁmizaqa@rw
TS 4HPM R AR o &, 3T T 100 TR W BH I
el <t Gfa o T gefler a1 o od & 7t

T AR $T B 99 G T F el 98 g,
[idem 3 39 IR A 97 dePie B 98 91 onf 9% T
T SRt g1

W@T%Hﬁﬁ@m%ﬁ&mﬁwwa‘vﬁeﬁw@ﬁsﬁ

1 U EH Bl 3578 I Yol SRt I e i prard 72}

T Y@ A AR TS R W T S ) R w W 3=
S & forY o ¥ fopar )
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%) Link :- https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=F35P_No1T8E |

YA BT IR URE AT §H a1at S GUR T 389 Teat W
#< PR B R ¢, Tiel TR 31 Oid o1 Ue J1eH R 7
Wﬁlﬁ(Natural Death) W%WWWW zIT'*ZI'E:"?SHT'[
IoH T ATRIA A Hemit N 39 IR 7 RUfRTdT R
A B IR U 1 T PIE A IR YUUTH B GH THSR] 3R
qd fed T B

Ui YRa' =S 9d §RT 3@ S A {0 @ Toyed |
guia R Ieyg iR = Tt & WER & @3 AR e
Iuae 2 U Rl # gofid B¢ 3 Bhaian Lal, 1992 Supp (1)
SCC 335 § 11 A S & 2919 9 3 IGT IPC 302 BT FIR TS
F & o gaia 3 e, didtema A IPC 302, 120(B), 34, 201
o1 P15 Ht FIR <5 T8l frdT €. U8 91 Hidlemg & SfiypRIal ot
TORATG! fa@d 3|

T O A IR O & Gag gaiy & akg USRI DCP
e BE ¥ P SR R & g9 & fog ug &1
TEUEN XA, Hed fHem, TTaTg! 1 FgTadl 7 8- & SR |

aAdie TaTe o). Reld ets A i widiu R ok 3g & g
gl F SMYRWR HRAE & A€ DCP S FHE 9 91d Bt
sl \:R IR BR % Fea R e g M RITRBE HRAR

! v I kT .-f“~
/ﬁ-( s B8 :—\ﬁaaﬂ‘ﬁ; [hitps: /e, voutube com/watch?v=250E60gf7el]

\_’ ﬁa@%ﬁwﬁmwmmm [SSR Diaries by
Dipti Punnit]
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A G P SU ST O TR R T § 1 Isgda®
Y & BI3 Wl S J Te 7 vy T8 T8 9 g 3
AT 3B Y Wt 30 0 Y st o o) e 1 vt sl
e & Rde ST U F R B B 9iR o
TR IEeR Y0 R & R0 WRBRE T0msh F g=wdivy 7 1pc
166, 409 T AT ST 2|

DCP SfiN% BIHE iR I WER gRT - el &1 o 23
wﬁﬁuug&mﬁamﬁwawa%@rmwmﬁm
TR PaT g |

(xxii)ﬁ@fﬁAllMS%ﬁﬂﬁ?W&nﬁfﬁﬁfﬁaﬁ%ﬁqw

Tt o e s R ot 9 oo e T

T 7T o Ui SpET Afd ST 8 SR 39 IR & ofe R
%&mﬁfﬁmﬁf\uﬂﬂm%ﬂaww%lwﬁmlms%ﬁwﬂ?
T 1 RPTSS 901 1} Heayqe § of g7 39 tewidn du
T U1 ST Tl & FoRIemR s 9 € TyE g uE Y
ﬁ?ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ%@&ﬂﬁq%@ﬁmm
gl

Goxiii) T HE@YY 910 U6 R RReT o § SRR R Allms

ﬁ@ﬁm@ﬁ@éw@ﬁﬁwwmms%%
ﬁwﬁumﬁmaﬁ%wwmmnﬁwﬁaﬁ
mWﬁmﬁaﬁ%mwmﬁwwﬁ
A TN R Y3 T 32 5 il Y T Bidte Il a3
% o S 3¢ Tl & 8 & o & o 3

I e g & frw RN T @I IR TR T HE T
ﬁﬁ%mﬁm%mﬂaﬁlﬂmwm%
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Writ Petition No. 5767 of 2022 Dilip Lunawat

Vs. Serum Institute of India Pvt. Ltd. & Ors.]

Link:

https://rashid khanpathan.com/bill-gates-adar-
poonawallas—game-over—bombav—hiqh-cou ri-

took-cognizance-issued-notice-in-a-vaccine-

murder-case-of-dr-snehal-lunawat-where-

interim-compensation-of-rs-1000-crore-is-soug/

xxiv) TARIT AlMS ! ORearey ROIE & ois faywHigar 61
EERSIGIT

(xxv) 39 AN 7§ ffea, o a1 1 _e I fafte e iR
ARE TRIERCY gRI T8 BRIIE A @R URe AICH RUIE
F T B G B AT B TE, T HIE IR THRITE &
3yegef Ife. fye Rig 3 1t sw IR A Pic v o1 ol e siite
sfear 3 yaiRra off fasan

(xxvi) T AT 8 g0 B¢ 3R ToiH B A SRl BT =4 &

fore Tt gt ROl s aral St & R T Seefia et
& f@ETE iPC 201, 218, 166, 192, 193, 199, 200, 471, 474,
120(B), 34 & dgd WTg P %I [State of Maharashtra Vs.

Kamlakar Bhavsar 2002 ALL MR (Cri) 2640, Salma Babu
Shaikh Vs State Of Maharashtra 2008 MhLJ (Cri) 3 182,

Kodali Purnachandra Rao v. Public Prosecutor, (1975) 2
SCC 570]
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Oocvii) TS & SfBIRGH 39 wme & My 1 1ff siawas
dEDIDbId 3R BRATS Tal BT SR o= 5% ST B
A P IAD| G311 TR SR fpar 21

16. 57 9 Tgdll & fire & ae Wihama 3 sr3wor e § ug ader o
&1 4§98 QX STIH TEPIBId Db B TEeeq, HaEd arpe ok
31 Il &1 F offE Pl 3R SR & e FT FRaE Hed|

17. YT S e A e & s S g A 1 o Sarvems
W el 1 & SR I 9978 T o1 oi1eeft 1 Ry 3w &) gdfer srdwoy
IRIT (Premier invgstigation agency) SIS TR ¥ ST S BT el

1s.ﬁwmw%ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ,ﬁqﬁiﬂww,ﬁm
e G VAT, HIoT fauraes =T a0 S Aeay a8 o) Sidtera 3
3V SRBRI GRT WIe iR TEd e a9 e ek

SFUNTYY SIaER FRb Ve F oo fieR arT SRdE
HGU B &1 AHRIGAT T WY Fobe T2 |

19.§qmnﬁﬁm€m€qﬁm€aﬂﬁmﬁﬁ§2ﬂ?wﬁgaﬁﬁﬁé
CIGEIR] ﬁ%mﬁm%qa%ﬁwwq#ﬁwszﬂaﬁmmw@r g8
- wm%ﬁﬁ%mﬁmaﬁaﬁﬁq&wm%i

20. 38D 3TeTIa) JuIid Rig & ie arén ) AIIMS BRI 3R &1 T ROiE &
Widey & $IE 7 T o3 Qv & AR F v PRaeR ym
TSR SRl S TFRIE X% A1 1 29 BT YA R a1 3§ ke
TR 9H gt R @ e gRT v eard i 3 R a3 o
PN T P, SHIIR THTE GRT A 391 R W = gy R 3
WWH@WWW@‘M%@W&@&%@HW?W

Ht oo STt ot SR < 7 R 2t 31 T a0

16l

i

r.}‘
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\56 TSN ST SR & SR P ST § ST ST 3 7 H ST &1 S
- W F dmdd » R

21. TSR F AT SBRY A 33y Geelt & Fay iR giig & =
o1 1t IecuA fhar §1 I HRAT IRy & Srgwye ¢¥, )R, 3 & i
I fear gl

22. H HIC 7 Karan Singh v. State of Haryana, (2013) 12 SCC 529, %8l
® B ASHF 3N TYPRY ERT ARG HI ffed a4 UgeH & g fohd
U SNl SANU ST IR W MM § | U AORATE SR QVgul SN0
) aolg § M ieH! F1 fayrg dieffema & 9/ §) g SRt 9 Hi 984
UGG

“17.In Ram Bihari Yadav v. State of Bihar [(1998) 4 SCC 517 :
1998 SCC (Cri) 1085 : AIR 1998 SC 1850] this Court observed, that
if primacy is given to a designed or negligent investigation, or to

the omissions or lapses created as a result of a faulty investigation,

the faith and confidence of the people would be shaken not only in

the law enforcing agency, but also in the administration of justice.

A similar view has been reiterated by this Court in Amar Singh v.
Balwinder Singh [(2003) 2 SCC 518 : 2003 SCC (Cri) 641 : AIR
2003 SC 1164] .

18. Furthermore, in Ram Bali v. State of UP, [(2004) 10 SCC 598 :
2004 SCC (Cri}) 2045] , it was held by this Court that the court must

ensure that the defective investigation purposely carried out by the

investigating officer, does not affect the credibility of the version of

events given by the prosecution.

16. The investigation into a criminal offence must be free from any

SR

4; i/-‘—«\k objectionable features or infirmities which may give rise to an
.8 At

“"\.
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apprehension in the mind of the complainant or the accused, that
investigation was not fair and may have been carried out with some

ulterior motive, The investigating officer must not indulge in any

kind of mischief. or cause harassment either to the complainant or

tfo_the accused. His conduct must be entirely impartial and must

dispel any suspicion regarding the genuineness of the investigation.

The investigating officer “is not merely present to strengthen the

case of the prosecution with evidence that will enable the court to

record a conviction, but to bring out the real unvarnished version of

the truth”. Ethical conduct on the part of the investigating agency is

absolutely essential_and there must be no scope for any alleeation

of mala fides or bias. Words like “personal liberty” contained in
Article 21 of the Constitution of India provide for the widest
amplitude, covering all kinds of rights particularly, the right to
personal liberty of the citizens of India, and a person cannot be
deprived of the same without Jollowing the procedure prescribed by
law. In this way, the investigating agencies are the guardians of the

liberty of innocent citizens. Therefore, a duty is cast upon the

investigating officer to ensure that an innocent person should not

suffer from unnecessary harassment of false implication, however at

the same time, an accused person must not be given undue leverage.

An investigation cannot be interfered with or influenced even by the

courts. Therefore, the investigating agency must avoid entirely any

kind of extraneous influence, and investisation must be carried out

with equal alacrity and fairness irrespective of the status of the

accused or the complainant. as a tainted investioation definitely

leads to the miscarriage of criminal justice, and thus deprives a man

of _his fundamental rights guaranteed under Article 21 of the

Constitution. Thu.s, every investigation must be judicious, fair..

transparent and expeditious to ensure compliance with the rules of
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law, as is required under Articles 19, 20 and 21 of the Constitution.

(Vide Babubhai v. State of Gujarat [(2010) 12 SCC 254 : (2011) 1
SCC (Cri) 336] )"

23. T GRA BTE A . 19.08.2020 B 7S B i Felem@ B YU |

fiT B¢ Y Rhea Chakraborty v. State of Bihar, (2020) 20 SCC 184 3T<¥
P44 ATy P HI

~RId & gRar & o, giwd, gRieE aYl dusl & aia &
Froger G Gy & ared @ G e weg @ g o dl
& G AT FEid vl 8/

TG U [rS8! oTiT B & SIgY rdy SIraiT a9 HTH SIGH!
P78 qrearaer & 3. Wi 8 e qf 6 aTev o
%Wwﬁu%swgﬁw%ﬁﬁﬂahaﬁm"ma?m
o} =it & el g,

In Rhea Chakraborty v. State of Bihar, (2020) 20 SCC 184, it is ruled as

under;

“44. The actor Sushant Singh Rajput was a talented actor in the
Mumbai film world and died well before his full potential could be

realised. His family, friends and admirers are keenly waiting the

% outcome of the investigation so that all the speculations floating

=i around can be put to rest. Therefore a fair, competent and impartial

investigation is the need of the hour. The expected outcome then
would be, a measure of justice for the complainant, who lost his only

son. For the petitioner too, it will be the desired justice as she herself
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|63
called for a CBI investigation. The dissemination of the real facts o
through unbiased investigation would certainly result in justice for
the innocents, who might be the target of vilification campaign.
Equally importantly, when integrity and credibility of the
investigation is discernible, the trust, faith and confidence of the
common man in the judicial process will resonate. When truth meets
sunshine, justice will not prevail on the living alone but after Life's

fitful fever, now the departed will also sleep well. Satyameva
Jayate.”

23.1. 11 Y PIE & I 1= BT GR a1 Deftarg b iy Y
b1 8. Weoma & i 3 -

(i) YT AR ¥ R St & A 9 siiaead Ted Tl R
(ii) IPC 302, 201, 120(B), 34 BT FIR &5 -8} 3541

(iif) SRIIRY & CDR B 2wy o1t B} e &1 P =Ry 7t
fear

(iv) SMRITRY SR W & el eve, 39 W ¥, @
ftwer e i form

(v) 49 a9t § 7 ) 9i-xe (3MRIIT=) GRR foar oiR =7 &
FISR RO SR

(vi) %mmﬁﬁaﬁsﬁwmﬂaﬁaﬁﬁmwﬂ,
Yo Yol 1 ATORaTe 3 Wit e g @it v g e

I PR A T (delete ) F) BTN TET o1 e
A R Hefform guit @i gu
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\%0\ 23.2. GHIH FIE P 19 3 2020 F R P] WY SGAFAT $1 IoE |
ST B Sl SRIER HIE HGHHAT B, 1971 B URT 2 (b) 3R HRAY
TR % ST 129 % d6d 6 HIE T% O HI ¥oNl P §PHAR o

23.3. 3% Ugd i PhH BIE 7 91 f&. 12t February 2019 % Nivedita
Jha v. State of Bihar, 2019 SCC Online SC 792 HIHd & 3MARIIER
AT & SRNGR B Pic SIGHHAT (Contempt of Court) %H@HWW
gl

23.4. In Nivedita Jha v. State of Bihar, 2019 SCC OnLine SC 792, it is ruled

as under;
«J2. We have heard the learned Attorney General on the question of
sentence. We have also heard Mr. M. Nageshwar Rao, the then In-
Charge Director, C.B.I. (now Additional Director, C.B.1) and Mr.
Bhasuran S., Additional Legal Advisor and In-Charge Director of
:}\\ Prosecution, C.B.I. In-exercise of power under Article 129 of the
B

\"fj Constitution, for commission of contempt of Court, we sentence them
‘ ‘;_--j till the rising of the Court and impose a fine of Rs. 1,00,000/-
> L;/ (Rupees one lakh) each on Mr. M. Nageshwar Rao, the then In-
Charge Director, C.B.I. (now Additional Director, C.B.1} and Mr.
Bhasuran S., Additional Legal Advisor and In-Charge Director of

Prosecution, C.B.I to be deposited within a week.”

23.5. U & IO FF N0 SARBIG B T8 o I 5. I9H DD

Heayol SMex FOveR & -
(i) Kapol Co.op Bank Ltd. Vs. State of Maharashtra 2004 SCC
OnLine Bom 695

(i) Salma Babu Shaikh Vs State of Maharashtra 2008 MhLJ
(Cri) 3 182
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(iii) Kodali Purnachandra Rao v. Public Prosecutor, (1975) 2
SCC 570

mﬁﬂﬁtﬂﬁﬁaﬁﬁmﬁﬁaﬁWﬁ%ﬁqﬂaﬁ%mmW
ﬂmmmﬁmﬁ@?wﬁmﬁraﬁ?w&mm&ﬂﬁm
@;wmmumﬁmaasﬁa@wmmwmw
& fag 1Rl 48 R B 4RA 302, 3%¢, 268, 26, 1R, 173, ¥or, 32
812, 0%, 0(B), I¥ & T PILH HRAE IR IFPe a5 B G FT
UG B

25. A gUIF $I¢ 7 Kodali Purnachandra Rao Vs The Public Prosecutor

(1975) 2 SCC 570, R & 3R} 1 91 F o Siequf o3wur Reste 9/

et <INt SANT SRR Y IPC R3¢ Y T B REIR @ Ui Hé 3
PEl; '

“LP.C. Sec. 218 —4 Public Servant charged with the preparation of
incorrect official record to save the accused. The officer who
prepares a false report with dishonest intention of misleading his
superior to save main accused in a case of death, then an offence is
committed by the officer. There can be no doubt that on the basis of
the facts found.

The charges under Sections 218, 468, Penal Code had been Jully
established against the appellant 4-2 being a public servant charged

with the preparation of official record relating to the investigation
'-1\.. . ;'M“; F\ag._.Nﬂ. 8,/ ) of the cause of the death of Kalarani, framed that record in a manner

)
LT oS

4
Ty,
et

which he knew to be incorrect with intent to save or knowing to be

likely that he will thereby save the true offender or offenders from

legal punishment.
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Obviously, he prepared this false and forged record with the
fraudulent and dishonest intention of misleading his .ﬁ'uperior
officers and inducing them to do or omit to do anything which they
would not do or omit if they were not so deceived or induced. 4-1,
as discussed already, facilitated and intentionally aided A-2 in the
preparation of the false and forded record. (Para 47)”

26. In Nandkumar S. Kale vs Bhaurao Chandrabhanji Tidke & Anr 2007

ALL MR (Cri) 2737, it is ruled as under;

“(4) Action against Investigation Police officer - Preparation of
false record of investigation cannot be a part of duty done in
discharge of official duty -If in such cases protection is granted to
the accused police officer then they can show the investigation

having been carried out even sitting at home.

(B) Cri. P.C, S. 156 (3) - Registration of F.LR. against police officer
on the complaint sent to police station by Magistrate - Held- Police
officer bound to register an offence and proceed to investigate in to

crime.”

27 <t T TR 3 TS BRATE SR TS & G A AR T
ﬁmﬁqwamaﬁﬂﬁw% -

ii.

iii.

iv.

vi.

Salma Babu Shaikh Vs State Of Maharashtra 2008-MhLJ(Cri)-
3-182

Nandkumar S. Kale 2007A11 MR (Cri) 2737

Kapol Co.op Bank Ltd. Vs. State of Maharashtra 2004 SCC
OnLine Bom 695

Secy., Hailakandi Bar Assn. v. State of Assam, (1996) 9 SCC 74
Mohd. Zahid Vs Govt. of NCT of Delhi AIR 1998 SC 2023
Kamal Chand Tiwari Vs. State of Maharashtra 2023 SCC
OnLine Bom
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vii.
viii.

ix.

xi.

Xii.

Xiii.

Xiv.

. XV.

Xvii.

Xviii,

Xix.

231 Thatald
. i
2?#{ i l‘.j"\“\'-"\\\'l hga‘“\d
" \;\ -_t\l \'&5'5

Raman Lal v, State of Rajasthan, 2000 SCC OnLine Raj 226
Perumal Vs. Janki (2014) 5 SCC 377

Bharadwaaj Media Pvt. Ltd. v. State, 2007 SCC OnLine Del
1561

Afzal v. State of Haryana, (1996) 7 SCC 397

Umesh Kumar (IPS) v. Government of Andhra Pradesh, 2012
SCC OnLine AP 533

State of Maharashtra Vs Mangesh Chavan 2020 SCC OnLine
Bom 672

Court orders action against investigating officer for shoddy probe

in rape case
Read

httns://timesoﬁndia.indiatimes.com/citv/delhi/c-ourt-orders-action—

more at:

against-investigating-officer-for-shoddy-probe-in-rape-

case/articleshow/59415635.cms

Minor Rape Case | Allahabad HC Orders Disciplinary Actions
Against Cop For Absolving Accused Of Charges During Probe.

https://www.Iivelaw.in/news-updates/minor—rape—case-allahabad-

Mgh—court—orders-disciplinarv—actions-cop-ensurirlg;accused-
absolved-charges-216341

Effort To Shield Real Culprits: Calcutta High Court Initiates
Departmental Proceedings Against IO, Orders De Novo Probe.

https://www.Iivelaw.in/news-updates/calcutta—high-court—quashes~

char,qesheet—de-novo-investigation-inherent-nower-of—court-
section-482-177257

Machas HC Acquits Man Of Rape Charges; Blames “Faulty

Investigation” & Directs Tr aining Of Investigation Officers
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XX. https://www. livelaw.in/madras-hc-acquits-man-of-rape-charges-

blames-faulty-investigation-directs-training-of-investigation-

officers-read-judement/

xxi. 'Possible That Police Set Up False Case After Killing Deceased In
The Process Of Arrest' : Supreme Court

The Supreme Court recently acquitted four persons who were
convicted for a murder which happened in 1989. After
appreciating the evidence, the Court formed an opinion that the
case might have been set up by the police themselves after killing
the deceased in the process of arrest(Pulen Phukan & Ors.
Versus The State Of Assam).

xxii. https://www.livelaw.in/top-stories/murder-case-police-set-up-false-

case-supreme-court-acquits-4-in-1989-case-225290

28. 1. GiH BIE 7 U ST State of Gujarat v. Kishanbhai, (2014) 5 SCC
108 AT H Ty FIdw U § 31 o el e 7 SIE {aht oIt 1
TR RA A TP A TH PRAG GPA 6 : -

(i) T1 3 AT SRS A w0 i F T et iR IHD! avlg U
T AR Fe TR

1 fibe

(i) T FIeTy B g 9 T e T o/ B A g Fial & 916 A
fea

20 GHF FTE I el § BT A URRAR 7 FIwor SR & PefeiaT S
Wi 3R ST AT HRAT EWE B |

, it is ruled as under;
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. “19. Every time there is an acquittal, the consequences are just the
same, as have been noticed hereinabove. The purpose of justice has
not been achieved. There is also another side to be taken into
consideration. We have declared the respondent-accused innocent,
by upholding the order of the High Court, giving him the benefit of
doubt. He may be truly innocent, or he may have succeeded because
of the lapses committed by the investigating/prosecuting teams. If he
has escaped, despite being guilty, the investigating and the
Pprosecution agencies must be deemed to have seriously messed it all
up. And if the accused was wrongfully prosecuted, his suffering is
unfathomable. Here also, the investigating and prosecuting agencies
are blameworthy. It is therefore necessary, not to overlook even the
hardship suffered by the accused, first during the trial of the case,
and then at the appellate stages. An innocent person does not
deserve to suffer the turmoil of a long-drawn litigation, spanning
over a decade or more. The expenses incurred by an accused in his
defence can dry up all his Jinancial resources — ancestral or
personal. Criminal litigation could also ordinarily involve financial
borrowings. An accused can be expected to be under a financial
debt, by the time his ordeal is over. '

22. Every acquittal should be understood as a failure of the justice

delivery system, in serving the cause of justice. Likewise, every

acquittal should ordinarily lead to the inference, that an innocent

person was wrongfully prosecuted. It is therefore essential that

every State should put in place a procedural mechanism which

would ensure that the cause of justice is served, which would

simultaneously ensure the safeguard of interest of those who are

innocent. In furtherance of the above purpose, it is considered
essential to direct the Home Department of every State to examine

all orders of acquittal and to record reasons for the failure of each
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prosecution case. A Standing Committee of senior officers of the
police and prosecution departments should be vested with the
aforesaid responsibility. The consideration at the hands of the above

Committee, should be utilised for crystallising mistakes committed

 during investigation, and/or prosecution, or both. The Home

Department of every State Government will incorporate in ils
existing training programmes for junior investigation/prosecution
officials course-content drawn from the above consideration. The
same should also constitute course-content of refresher training
programmes for senior investigating/prosecuting officials. The
above responsibility for preparing training programmes Jfor officials
should be vested in the same Committee of senior officers referred
to above. Judgments like the one in hand (depicting more than ten
glaring lapses in the investigation/prosecution of the case), ‘and
similar other judgments, may also be added to the training
programmes. The course-content will be reviewed by the above
Committee annually, on the basis of fresh inputs, including emerging
scientific tools of investigation, judgments of courts, and on the basis
of experiences gained by the Standing Committee while examining
failures, in unsuccessful prosecution of cases. We further direct, that

the above training programme be put in place within 6 months. This

ra oy
E“}l would ensure that those persons who handle sensitive matters

’ } . - - 3 - v
Z / concerning investigation/prosecution are fully trained to handle the

same. Thereupon, if any lapses are committed by them, they would
not be able 1o feign innocence when they are made liable to suffer
departmental action for their lapses.

23.On the culmination of a criminal case in acquittal, the
investigating/prosecuting official(s) concerned responsible for such
acquittal must necessarily be identified. A finding needs to be

recorded in each case, whether the lapse was innocent or
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blameworthy. Each erring officer must suffer the consequences of
his lapse, by appropriate departmental action, whenever called for.

Taking into consideration the seriousness of the matter, the official
concerned may be withdrawn from investigative responsibilities,

permanently or temporarily, depending purely on his culpability. We
also feel compelled to require the adoption of some indispensable
measures, which may reduce the malady suffered by parties on both
sides of criminal litigation. Accordingly, we direct the Home
Department of every State Government to Jormulate a procedure for
taking action against all erring  investigating/prosecuting
officials/officers. All such erring officials/officers identified, as
responsible for failure of a prosecution case, on account of sheer
negligence or because of culpable lapses, must suffer departmental
action. The above mechanism formulated would infuse seriousness
in the performance of investigating and prosecuting duties, and
would ensure that investigation and prosecution are purposeful and

decisive. The instant direction shall also be given effect to within 6

months.

20. Numerous petitions are filed before this Court praying Jfor
anticipatory bail (under Section 438 of the .Code of Criminal
Procedure) at the behest of persons apprehending arrest, or for bail
(under Section 439 of the Code of Criminal Procedure) at the behest
of persons already under detention. In a large number of such
petitions, the main contention is of false implication. Likewise, Many

§1, Ohange petitions seeking quashing of criminal proceeding (filed under

el Maharash ] mi
ot 1;3?5[ Section 482 of the Code of Criminal Procedure) come up for hearing

day after day, wherein also, the main contention is of fraudulent
entanglement/involvement. In  matters where prayers  for
anticipatory bail or for bail made under Sections 438 and 439 are

denied, or where a quashing petition filed under Section 482 of the
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Code of Criminal Procedure is declined, the person concerned may
have to suffer periods of incarceration for different lengths of time.
They suffer captivity and confinement most of the times (at least
where they are accused of serious offences), till the culmination of
their trial. In case of their conviction, they would continue in

confinement during the appellate stages also, and in matters which

 reach the Supreme Court, till the disposal of their appeals by this

Court. By the time they are acquitted at the appellate stage, they may
have undergone long years of custody. When acquitted by this Court,
they may have suffered imprisonment of 10 years, or more. When
they are acquitted (by the trial or the appellate court), no one returns
to them what was wrongfully taken away from them. The system
responsible for the administration of justice is responsible for
having deprived them of their lives, equivalent to the period of their
detention. It is not untrue, that for all the wrong reasons, innocent
persons are subjected to suffer the ignominy of criminal prosecution
and to suffer shame and humiliation. Just like it is the bounden duty
of a court to serve the cause of justice to the victim, so also, it is the
bounden duty of a court to ensure that an innocent person is not
subjected to the rigours of criminal prosecution.

21. The situation referred to above needs to be remedied. For the
said purpose, adherence to a simple procedure could serve the
objective. We accordingly direct that on the completion of the
investigation in a criminal case, the prosecuting agency should
apply its independent mind, and require all shortcomings to be
rectified, if necessary by requiring further investigation. It should
also be ensured that the evidence gathered during investigation is
truly and faithfully utilised, by confirming that all relevant witnesses
and materials for proving the charges are conscientiously presented

during the trial of a case. This would achieve two purposes. Only
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persons against whom there is sufficient evidence, will have to suffer
the rigours of criminal prosecution. By following the above
procedure, in most criminal prosecutions, the agencies concerned

will be able to successfully establish the guilt of the accused.

24. 4 copy of the instant judgment shall be transmitted by the
Registry of this Court, to the Home Secretaries of all State
Governments and Union Territories, within one week. Al the Home
Secretaries concerned, shall ensure compliance with the directions
recorded above. The records of consideration, in compliance with

the above direction, shall be maintained

25. We hope and trust that the Home Department of the State of
Gujarat, will identify the erring officers in the instant case, and will
take appropriate departmental action against them, as may be

considered appropriate, in accordance with law.”
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In Karan Singh v. State of Haryana, (2013) 12 SCC 529 if is ruled as under;

“18. Furthermore, in Ram Bali v. State of UP. [(2004) 10 SCC 598
: 2004 SCC (Cri) 2045] , it was held by this Court that the court
must ensure that the defective investigation purposely carried out

by the investigating officer, does not affect the credibility of the

version of events given by the prosecution.

17. In Ram Bihari Yadav v. State of Bihar | (1998) 4 SCC 517 : 1998
SCC (Cri) 1085 : AIR 1998 SC 1850] this Court observed, that if

primacy is given to a designed or negligent in vestigation, or to the

omissions or lapses created as a result of a faulty in vestigation, the

faith and confidence of the people would be shaken not only in the

law enforcing agency, but also in the administration of justice. A

similar view has been reiterated by this Court in Amar Singh v.

Balwinder Singh [(2003) 2 SCC 518 : 2003 SCC (Cri) 641 - AIR
2003 SC 1164] .”

32.7.?ﬂﬁmma%ﬂmm€%&nwmtﬁﬁﬂﬁml

79 Ugd it sy fnfd area % YPTER HHd H 3R 3t 9aaR e
%ﬂﬁﬁaﬁmﬁ@ﬁmmwméwmaswﬁﬁ
Wwﬁﬁ&nﬁ'ﬂﬁmm &nﬁcﬁu‘rﬁ@a W S77 U=y o, [Nirmal Yadav

v. Central Bureau of Invest tigation, 2011 SCC OnLine P&H 15415, Nupur
Talwar v. CBIL (2012) 2 SCC 188]
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32.9.m.ﬂﬁﬁr=qmwr€r9r Raghbir Singh v. State of Haryana, (1980) 3 SCC
70, ATHE A T DY ST @A #1 ST PoT T8 qrel IR yfers
FIPC 302 F T80 STDE D1 TSI 3o YD B 3R T &2 P Sl
&1 faar @ R @ 3@ R F 1a &1 98)a gikea gl U O
N B SIS THY 9% S9N JqR P §91 B TE@ 9Hd ¢ | Qe St
Al ST B IR SR S5 A8 S0 ol ¥l

“11...] Atrialfor murder followed, a conviction under Sec. 302 was

enter and eventually the High Court confirmed the conviction and

sentence of life imprisonment so far as the petitioner was

concerned. A false explanation of suicidal hanging was set up by

the police officer-accused but this was rejected [...] the courts

below concurrently found the guilt of the petitioner proved beyond

redsonable doubt..

[.-]

Strenuous submissions have been made to us by Shri Mulla to
discredit the prosecution version of murder but we are not in the
least convinced that there is any error in the appreciation or the
conclusion.

4. We conclude with the disconcerting note sounded by Abraham
Lincoln: |

“If you once forfeit the confidence of your fellow
citizens you can never regain their respect and esteem.
It is true that you can fool all the people some of the
time, and some of the people all the time, but you
cannot fool all the people all the time.

2. We are deeply disturbed by the diabolical recurrence of police

torture resulting in a terrible scare in the minds of common citizens

that their lives and liberty are under a _new peril when the
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guardians of the law gore human rights to death. The vulnerability

of human rights assumes a traumatic, torturesome poignancy, the

violent violation is perpetrated by the police arm of the State whose

function is to protect the citizen and not to commit _gruesome

offences against them as has happened in this case.

3. The State, at the highest administrative and political levels, we

hope, will organise special strategies to prevent and punish

brutality by police methodology. Otherwise, the credibility of the

rule of law in our Republic vis-d-vis the people of the country will

deteriorate.”’

33.%?ﬁﬁh¢%ﬂ%aﬁ?wﬁmmﬁaﬁms\q%waﬁ
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(T’hm %I [Supreme Court of India v. Subhash Chandra Agarwal,
(2020) 5 SCC 481]
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35. In Union of India v. Assn. for Democratic Reforms, (2002) 5 SCC 294, it

is ruled as under;

“37. The Court dealt with the right of telecast and (in paragraph 75)
held thus: (SCC p. 224) |

(....)It may be true that what is protected by Article 19(1)(a)
is am expression of thought and feeling and not of the physical or
intellectual prowess or skill. ... However, the right to freedom of
speech and expression also includes the right to educate, to inform
and to entertain and also the right to be educated, informed and
entertained. The former is the right of the telecaster and the latter

that of the viewers.

The Court thereafter (in paragraph 82) held: (SCC p. 229)

“True democracy cannot exist unless all citizens have a right
to participate in the affairs of the polity of the country. The right
to participate in the affairs of the country is meaningless unless
the citizens are well informed on all sides of the issues, in

respect of which they are called upon to express their views.

One-sided information, disinformation, misinformation and

non-information all equally create an uninformed citizenry
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which makes democracy a farce when medium of information l
is monopolised either by a partisan central authority or by
private individuals or oligarchic organisations. This is
particularly so in a country like ours where about 65 per cent
of the population is illiterate and hardly 1% per cent of the
population has an access to the print media which is not subject

to pre-censorship.”

(emphasis supplied)
The Court also observed: [SCC p. 300 para 201 (3)(b}]

“A successful democracy posits an ‘aware’ citizenry”,

As stated in the aforesaid passage, one — sided information,
disinformation, misinformation and non — information, all equally
create an uninformed citizenry which makes democracy a farce.
36. Thereafter, the Court summarised the law on the SJreedom of
speech and expression under Article 19(1) (a) as restricted by Article
19(2) thus: (SCC p. 213, para 43)

| “The freedom of speech and expression includes right to
acquire information and to diSseminate it. Freedom of speech
and expression is necessary, for self-fulfilment. It enables
people to contribute to debates on social and moral issues. It is
the best way to find a truest model of anything, since it is only
through it that the widest possible range of ideas can circulate.
It is the only vehicle of political discourse so essential to
democracy. Equally important is the role it Plays in facilitating
artistic and scholarly endeavours of all sorts.”
30. Now we would refer to various decisions of this Court dealing
with citizens' right to know, which is derived from the concept of
“freedom of speech and expression”. ... Public education is

essential for functioning of the process of popular government and
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to assist the discovery of truth and strengthening the capacity of an
individual in participating in the decision-making process.

46(...)

5. The right to get information in democracy is recognised all
throughout and it is a natural right flowing from the concept of
democracy. At this stage, we would refer to Article 19(1) and (2) of
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which is as

under:

“(1) Everyone shall have the right to hold opinions without
interference.
(2) Everyone shall have the right to freedom of expression; this
right shall include freedom to seek, receive and impart
information and ideas of all kinds, regardless of frontiers, either
orally, in writing or in print, in the form of art, or throﬁgh any
other media of his choice.”
31.InState of U.P.v.Raj Narain [(1975) 4 SCC 428] the
Constitution Bench considered a question — whether privilege can
be claimed by the Government of Uttar Pradesh under Section 123
of the Evidence Act in respect of what has been described for the
sake of brevity to be the Blue Book summoned from the Government
of Uttar Pradesh and certain documents summoned from the

Superintendent of Police, Rae Bareli, Uttar Pradesh? The Court

FETR y  observed that: (SCCp. 453, para 74)

h
aj:% “The right to know, which is derived from the concept of

A3 :‘;' —it . .
"%/ afl freedom of speech, though not absolute, is a factor which

-

“;,:-;{ should make one wary, when secrecy is claimed for

transactions which can, at any rate, have no repercussion on
public security.”

The Court pertinently observed as under: (SCC p. 433, pdra 74)
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“74. In a Government of responsibility like ours, where all the
agents of the public must be responsible for their conduct, there
can be but few secrets. Thé people of this country have a right
to know every public act, everything that is done in a public
way, by their public functionaries. They are entitled to know the
particulars of every public transaction in all its bearing.”
32. In Indian Express Newspapers (Bombay) (P) Ltd. v. Union of
India [(1985) 1 SCC 641 : 1985 SCC (Tax) 121] this Court dealt
with the validity of customs duty on the newsprint in context of
Article 19(1)(a). The Court observed (inpara 32) thus: (SCC p. 664)
“The purpose of the press is to advance the public interest by
publishing facts and opinions without which a democratic

electorate cannot make responsible judgments.”

34. From the afbrequoted paragraph, it can be deduced that the
members of a democratic society should be sufficiently informed so
that‘they may influence intelligently the decisions which may affect
themselves and this would include their decision of casting votes in
Javor of a particular candidate. If there is a disclosure by a
candidate as sought for then it would strengthen the voters in taking
appropriate decision of casting their votes.

35. In Secy, Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, Govt. of
India v. Cricket Assn. of Bengal [(1995) 2 SCC 161] this Court

considered the question of right to telecast sports event and qfter

considering various decisions, the Court referred to Article 10 of

the European Convention on Human Rights which inter alia states

as follows
(para 36): (SCC p. 208)

' “10.1. Everyone has the right to freedom of expression. This

right shall include freedom to hold opinions and to receive and
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impart information and ideas without interference by public

authority and regardless of frontiers.”

38. Ifright to telecast and right to view sport games and the right to

impart such information is considered to be part and parcel of
Article 19(1)(a), we fail to understand why the right of a citizen/voter
— g little man — to know about the antecedents of his candidate
cannot be held to be a fundamental right under Article 19(1)(a). In

our view, democracy cannot survive without free and fair election,

without free and fairly informed voters. Votes cast by uninformed
voters in favour of X or Y candidate would be meaningless. As
stated in- the aforesaid passage, one-sided information,

disinformation, misinformation and non-information, all equally
create an uninformed citizenry which makes democracy a farce.

Therefore, casting of a vote by a misinformed and non-informed
voter or a voter having one-sided information only is bound to
affect the democracy seriously. Freedom of speech and expression
includes right to impart and receive information which includes
freedom to hold opinions. Entertainment is implied in freedom of
“speech and expression” and there is no reason to hold that freedom
of speech and expression would not cover right to get material
information with regard to a candidate who is contesting election for

a post which is of utmost importance in the democracy.
46(...)

7. Under our Constitution, Article 19(1)(a) provides for freedom of
speech and expression. Voter's speech or expression in case of
election would include casting of votes, that is to say, voter speaks
out or expresses by éasring vote. For this purpose, information
about the candidate to be selected is a must. Voter's (little man —
citizen's) right to know antecedents including criminal past of his

candidate contesting election for MP or MLA is much more
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) Jundamental and basic for suwrvival of democracy. The little man

may think dver before making his choice of electing law-breakers

as law-makers.”

36. In Namit Sharma v, Union of India, (2013) 1 SCC 7485, it is ruled as under;

“26. Dr J.N. Barowalia in Commentary on the Right to Information
Act (2006) has noted that the Report of the National Commission for
Review of Working of Constitution under the chairmanship of Justice
MN. Venkatachaliah, as he then was, recognised the right to

information wherein it is provided that major assumption behind a new

style of governance is the citizen's access to information. Much of the

common man's distress and helplessness could be traced to his lack

of access to information and lack of knowledge of decision-making

processes. He remains ignorant and unaware of the process which

virtually affects his interest. The government procedures and

regulations shrouded in the veil of secrecy do not allow the litigants

to_know how their cases are being handled. They shy away from

questioning the officers handling their cases because of the latter’s

snobbish attitude. Right to information should be guaranteed and

needs to be given real substance. In this regard, the Government must

assume a_major responsibility and mobilise skills to_ensure flow of

information to citizens. The traditional insistence on secrecy should

be discarded.

24. Justice. V.R. Krishna Iyer in his book Freedom of

Information expressed the view:

“The right to information is ‘a_right incidental to the

constitutionally cuaranteed right to freedom of speech and

expression. The international movement to include it in the legal

system gained prominence in 1946 with the General Assembly of the

United Nations declaring freedom of information to be a
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fundamental human right and a touchstone for all other liberties. It

culminated in the United Nations Conference on Freedom of
Information held in Geneva in 1948.
Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights says:

‘19. Everyone has the right to freedom of [information] [Ed.:
Article 19 of the Declaration states that “Everyone has the right fo
freedom of opinion and expression;”] and expression; this right
includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and fo seek,
receive and impart information and ideas through any media and

regardless of frontiers.’

[..] the right of information is integral to freedom of expression.

India was a member of the Commission on Human Rights appointed
by the Economic and Social Council of the United Nations which
drafted the 1948 Declaration. As such it would have been eminently
fit and proper if the right to information was included in the rights
enumerated under Article 19 of our Constitution. Article 55 of the
UN Charter stipulates that the United Nations ‘shall promote
respect for, and observance of, human rights and fundamental
freedoms’ and according to Article 56 ‘all members pledge
themselves to take joint and separate action in cooperation with the
organisation for the achievement of the purposes set forth in Article
557
25. Despite the absence of any express mention of the word
“information” in our Constitution under Article 19(1)(a), this right
has stood incorporated therein by the interpretative process by this
Court laying the unequivocal statement of law by this Court that
" there was a definite right to information of the citizens of this
country. Before the Supreme Court spelt out with clarity the right to

information as a right inbuilt in the constitutional framework, there
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existed no provision giving this right in absolute terms or otherwise.
Of course, one finds glimpses of the right to information of the
citizens and obligations of the State to disclose such information in

various other laws, for example, Sections 74 to 78 of the Evidence

Act, 1872 give right to a person to know about the contents of the

public documents and the public officer is required to provide

copies of such public documents to any persah, who has the right

to inspect them.”

37. R T oIy i fomm wnferar w9 Wy R w1 2 ot wea
& T 6 Tge MR T AR F RAE SR T B Arerg B
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39. In Vinay Tyagi v. Irshad Ali, (2013) 5 SCC 762, it is ruled as under;

“7. The scheme of Section 173 of the Code even deals with the
scheme of exclusion of documents or statements submitted to the

Court. In this regard, one can make a reference to the provisions

of Section 173(6) of the Code, which empowers the investigating

:;gf agency to make a request to the Court to exclude that part of the
A Hstatement or record and from providing the copies thereof to the
accused, which are not essential in the interest of justice, and where
it will be inexpedient in the public interest to furnish such

statement. The framers of the law, in _their wisdom, have

specifically provided a limited mode of exclusion, the criteria being

no injustice to be caused to the accused and greater public interest

being served. This itself is indicative of the need for a fair and
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\q\ proper_investigation by ihe concerned agency. What ultimately is

the aim or significance of the expression ‘fair and proper

investigation’ in criminal jurisprudence? It has a twin purpose.

" Firstly, the investigation_must be_unbiased, honest, just and in

accordance with law. Secondly, the entire emphasis on_a fair

investigation has to be to bring out the truth of the case before the

court of competent jurisdiction. Once these twin paradigms of fair

investigation are satisfied, there will be the least requirement for
the court of law to interfere with the investigation, much less quash

the same, or transfer it to another agency. Bringing out the truth

by fair_and investigative means in_accordance with law would

essentially repel the very basis of an unfair, tainted investigation
or cases of false implication. Thus, it is inevitable for a court of

law to pass a specific order as to the fate of the investigation, which

in_its opinion_is_unfair, tainted and _in violation of the settled

principles of investigative canons.”

40. SR B} AT e 33 BT 51S ISR HISm B e g1 3151 A
Fae YIgd SPae BRPp RUIE B BIE T QR S g

In Sandeep Rammilan Shukla Vs State of Maharashtra & Ors 2009 ALL MR
(Cri) 2991, it is ruled as under;

“37. We are of the opinion that considering the law laid down by the
Supreme Court in which has been followed by this Court, the in
powers insofar as registering F.LR., is p concerned, cannot be
stretched to such an r extent so as to finally Exonerate the persons a
in such cases. Assuming that the provisions n enable conducting
preliminary investigation before an FIR., is registered, yet, in

the facts of this case we are satisfied that d respondents after

WL ‘t/

s registering the F.IR ¢ Conducting Investigations in pursuance
'\.":.‘ ‘q.!.i‘ v” N '
S thereof failed to carry out their further duty in Law. The Law
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postulates that if a person a has been named by the complainant and
about whose involvement several others have also spoken, then, it is
the duty of the investigating machinery to proceed against him by
n.cuninér him as an accused. He must o be brought to trial. Whether
he is guilty or innocent is not left, then, to the investigating
machinery to decide. Their plain duty is to proceed in accordance
with law and file a case-naming all persons whose involvement is
clear from the materials produced. Thereafier, it is for the Court of
law to render any decision with regard to their innocence or guilt,
In the instant case, there is reasonable basis to assume that the ACB
prima facie has not performed its duty in law and have rather gone
about protecting the police officers in question. Merely because they
are officers of police department, does not mean that when serious
allegations of bribery and corruption are made against them, they
must not be proceeded in accordance with law. Ti hey are all the more
answerable and accountable in law. It is no answer that the
Dpetitioner has an alternate remedy to approach the competent
criminal court and bring to its notice the aforenoted material. The
criminal court, will, then initiate Jurther steps ing accordance with
law. The petition is pending in this Court since 2007. Further, this
Court’s intervention till date, has activated the is prosecution. Once,
the inaction and un reluctance of the prosecution in proceeding
against police officers is brought to our notice, we would be Jailing
in our duty, if we on do not direct that the Respondent State ne must
file a further report (Additional at Charge-sheet) in the concerned

criminal court against the Police Olfficers in question.

38. The substance of the grievance before us and our ultimate
direction is on the basis that in the Constitution of India, there is
Guarantee of Equality before Law and equal protection of Laws.

This Guarantee has to be meaﬁingful and purposeful. It can be such
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only if everybody is treated equally before - the law, without any
discrimination orfavourable treatment. The concept is that Justice
should "not only be done” but must be "seen to be done". Secondly,
when material is produced demonstrating strong suspicion that
Protectors of law are themselves involved in crime, then, no different
yardsticks or criteria can be applied to their cases. This is a stage
where none is to be pronounced guilty or innocent. That matter is to
be determined by a Court of Law. The Police force cannot take over
this function of Court of law. They would be over-stepping their
limits if they permitted to usurp the functions of a Court of Law. In
the instant case, the whole emphasis in the arguments of the learned
Counsel for the State is that the prosecuting égency is convinced that
the Police Officers are not guilty of commission of any offence. We
are afraid that this is not the manner in which the matter can be

viewed and decided.

39. The complaint bf petitioner before us is that in all such cases and
even otherwise, when there are allegations against persons of
commission of offence punishable under Penal Laws, the law
enforcement machinery instead of producing the persons
interrogated and arrested before a Court, itself releases them.

Sometimes, the offence A complained is serious including of Arson,

Assault and Destruction of public or private property. It may be in
the name of social or political agitation or demonstrations.

Whenever, such things are brought to their notice, the police force
or authority goes at site, arrests the offenders after finding that they
are openly and brazenly violating the laws of the land, but after such
arrests and being brought to the police station, instead of pfoducing
them before a Court of law, they are released by the police officers
themselves. If they are prima facie guilty of committing cognisable

offences and on account of which they are immediately arrested and
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brought fo the police station, then, one Jfails to understand as to how
the Investigating Officers decide the matter on merits, That is
somethfng which is within the domain of a Court of Law. The Police
cannot assume this jurisdiction to themselves. If this is permitted,
there will be complete breakdown of the Constitutional Machinery
and Rule of Law. Police amf investigating e machinery must act
within the limits of their Authority. They must not abdicate their
duties and act at the commands of any higher ups or outside forces.
This is the apprehension which is expressed before us by the
petitioner and also substantiated by the records. Therefore, we are
left with no n alternative but to issue the Jollowing d directions. We
hope that in future, the police force will not compel us to make the
above observations and also direct stringent action is whenever we

find that Rule of Law is, brazenly and openly flouted.

40. In the light of the materials produced and without in any manner
commenting upon merits of the allegations we are of the view that
the petitioner has made out a prima facie case for proceeding
against P.I. Mahabole and P.S.I. Nikam insofar as C.R.No.24 of
2007 registered by the Anti-Corruption Bureau. While not acceding
to his request to hand over the investigation to some other machinery
and/or agency because none of the allegations in that behalf are
substantiated, we dispose of this petition with a direction to ACB to
name the above police oﬁ‘icer& as accused in the subject CR. and
file a further report against, them in accordance with law. However,
it is s clarified that our observations shall not befconszrued as
expression of any opinion on the merits of the charges. All pleas in
that y behalf are kept open. The competent court shall iry the case
without being influenced by any observations and ultimate

directions in this Judgment. Let the needful be done as expeditiously
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as possible and within a period of four weeks from today. Rule is

made absolute accordingly. Petition allowed.

36. If these are the state of affairs and when it is not disputed that
Mahabole was working as Senior P.I. Unit I D.C.B. C.LD., Mumbai
as is clear from the affidavit of Dy.S.P. Mangaon Division, Dist.
Raigad, then, we do not see on what basis the learned A.P.P.
Contends that there is no involvement of police officers. This is
something which cannot be straight away concluded in the teeth of

the statements made on affidavit.”

41. 0 oY ISR & (GeTh HOR BRAS HIP 81 AH Fd1 & 39
R o7 Tt Sk a1 o I%dl €1 3R St SRl W B
PR B B A o P R o B iR wW S ufyw A Y
WFTIR B3 G At i) ¥ Rrer & 5% et g o 3 it sHa
H 3R FISTY Tl ) W& &3 BT ST BT o Gl & 7 H U B
JINUT (@UR) TR 3R YoaaeyT § Ay 3R T g1 Sl G¥ &l dRah!
Y IR B GIETA A U1 S B R F fIe s A HeeTR 8|

42. 1 39 @ § B oK 3T fadigr uRdlg S 3
HETSETAT BT HTAIS B3 DT Bgar &1 g

43. TUTS GG ¥ YRR Q3 gR1 SR & R{eme §id Ra
B F B ey SR Yetia e HIE S ST T ST & TR EH S
Pt TaN BT THH B P R H Feftarra HeER A g, AR T o
2R 1 99 Y WY I9F T F e ot SR & e HIg PRAY
TR R B 3R RN B ARwIR TET b S 3@, Y UIGHT S1H ST
23 8 %8 8. TN 1 am ot FaYT S5 X@T 8. Sel o {1 =amee
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H TCIAR T O Pl AR Fl Weg T o1PaT $1 ol B3 &1 ]ﬂé
T § UGG ST 3 ggTerererd |

44. T HRISIQIO &1 o 3feu arkn sfs gqre Wgey siffei
THIRICRH RT R AU % e 51 (A) S d8d IR GAT B 5,
Mulgaokar, In re, (1978) 3 SCC 339, HIH H 91 T SFH & T SQue
i iR et & w0 & fovar e R, o o e wedle i
Y00 ¥ P GG BT T I B, WeRT F AT SR oy BRI
AN AR, 91, TR, Yariigd worg 3 1ft 50 o sidieT o gae
¢ B I PR R

T B A o5 e § Wy Far

T TP B AT AT W7l 7 HETTT & ST G e & 7o
TeId 3 @ TR FIAgI & G 7 s/ e 29 5 57 7 dreTe
&1 g & 3% BT B 4} srarerd AT & TUT T B

7T ¢ & [ o} TR SRk e B & weit & 7 7 gafer
S G T 7 SfaTeRd A gl & i SRt T 5t 3 g
Te! FGT! 3¢ 4 & T mellef) & Gy ik g & gt &)
BISHY vl &1 AT B3 qTe A & [ReE HE s
WWWW#?@?WW/WW##W
T & TR 761 61 T & SHABRT AT Bl B a7 Sy S
781 &1 S8 T B T JUI B3 a1 e GIever a7 o=y ffenrd?

SIR W7ol @ [T we wr} FRATE 8 gl & g oo Qo o7

" -
.r*(\j._\. ra . Ca

“(1) The Courts are not above the people. [..] Christ and Gandhi

shall not be lost on the Judges at a critical time when courts are on

trial and the people ( “We, the People of India”) pronounce the
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final verdict on all national institutions.[ S. Mulgaokar, In re,

(1978) 3 SCC 339]

(2) Obstruction to citizen performing duty under Article 51(4) is to
be dealt with strong hands. Cost of Rs. 2 Lacs imposed. [Indirect
Tax Practitioners' Assn. v. RX. Jain, (2010) 8 SCC 281]

(3) Act of police in their attempt to harass citizen who performed
their duty under Article 51 (4) by exposing corruption is deprecated,
[Aniruddha Bahal vs State 2010 SCC OnLine Del 3365]"

45. T B SR § iR IR R gIR B ¥ o gas & oA
SIS ORGS0 B, I g AW BIE, BHDIE SR S el &
g TR (udges), THAF AR e, TSR, SRIHIT FATSRIA!
16 F USSR, T F e, 1 & wIam, gl fSeR], YRS

SRR, ol T o e & oft v e o <e 2| |

| 46. 390 ¥ F AFTGRIA YA (@RI 9R WR) UMY g AN &

T 39 G8Ts & AT SIHR SRIERI H1 Hel Jaq g 3fs. 4t e
STl ERT =T 1 3§ AHEdarg! Ifie Wrd fFrafor s (Mission
for Humanist Global India) &1 9d §1 & Y & Tal-HI0 & 54 SiSTH

B R H of e 3 I FE 7

47. "SI F TET ST &) UEH) SHRAArE 20 Riarr 2033 ¥ el
# IR= B ¥l 81

=W TEATE § YRS § i 93e1 99 Bl gAars ¢k foroty & fre ferar

ST

(A) gRiid i Trerg o femm wiferas ame o g,
W GRS TAeR), Bl g9 R g9l % SR
2 T2 Ao AR, AIFg a¥Bi(child trafficking)
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Fardl TR srwnedt A ieftord & po st ery
g8 IeAarsi 9Rd $¢ sRkie! 59 ¥y

(B) R (AT iz St & 37 qof Rz
RN SR I P WY EqP T AERIE TaeTd
Uas] # S Wepd g1 SO & W1y, T3 ear
STETE] X 418! T 3000 § 9% a1 TS
IRaRare®! gemaw|

TN RE TS FAwme! a4 33 T a1 Tt ¥
Fuanivdl & fed) & R ok s  faas sm
Hh 378 BT od INIY AR, TR SR anfdie
¥ § UAIiEd &3 ardt 3R H89 3000 F W aiftrw
ﬁﬁmﬁ%tﬁa%mﬁlﬁmmaﬁé%qﬁiﬂw
Y 9. vH. @t 3R ¥ F ety e
T G B ipc & fARE sR13h & 7859 Fars|

(C) SrEUTTEE Uem & = ffees ot Bhra ya ot
Yu1Es Hic # fau e gifis $1¢ % sei) ok aaile &
YPTAR_ Pl Th. 315, 3R, Jid oof o ARGT
e qia svard |

48.ﬁﬁmﬁmﬂﬁm§?ﬂﬁﬁqﬁmsﬁm
mmﬁmﬁmgmaﬂwwmm
m%mnmﬁﬁwﬁqmﬁﬁgﬁamﬁaﬁﬁmml

49. T8 WA H A1 TewA o, S g o ol A yeme o, e vt
P T THAT F1 Pt SHIxaHAT |
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\O\O\ 50. SMTE 79 A¥eT £ 9 oMy 39 OMa & IRd HRATE HY SR WA F
T SRAE B A e F 7 § ditema St srwor JRM 3R
eIaRI F SR N RN 3l 3iex ¢ 3R YIS & GRUA SIRIGHE] & 9

H e U1 ST DT FHoR g T
T2 quf 370§ Y T YR HIAT BT 37 U1 SORIdIGY & Y § g9H &1
3T AU PR Beied T B |
f& Q0. 66.?0?3.
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Copy to:

1)  Hon’ble President of India
2) Hon’ble Prime Minister of India
3) Hon’ble Chief Minister, Maharashtra

4): Hon’ble Home Minister, Maharashtra
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E:omplaiﬁt to Home Minister of India (Sushant Singh Murder Case)

3 messages

Rashid Khan Pathan <rashidkhanpathan81 @gmail.com> Thu, Aug 24, 2023 at 18:21
To: cm@maharashtra.gov.in

Please find an enclosed a copy of Complaint to Home Minister of India

Regards
Rashid Khan Pathan

Shri. Eknath Sambha]i Shinde (Chief Minister) <CM@mabharashtra.gov.in> Fri, Aug 25, 2023 at 15:40
To: Sujata Saunik <acs.home@maharashtra.gov.in>
Ce: rashidkhanpathan81@gmail.com <rashidkhanpathan81@gmail.com»

A Bgley / wategT
YaTE,

m“ﬁwﬁmﬁmmmwawmww -033-30¥¢230  UISTAVAT aTen o,

et arr,
gt sy,

From: Rashid Khan Pathan <rashidkhanpathan81@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 6:21 PM

To: Shri. Eknath Sambhaji Shinde (Chief Minister)

Subject: Compiaint to Home Minister of India (Sushant Singh Murder Case)

[Quoted text hidden]

SATYA NARAYAN <cp.mumbali jtcp.lo@mahapolice.gov.in> Mon, Aug 28, 2023 at 13:20

To: Addl Commissioner of Palice West Region Mumbai <cp.mum.addcp.west@mahapolice.gov.in>
Ce: rashidkhanpathan81@gmail.com

From: "CP Mumbai® <cp.mumbai@mahapolice.gov.in>

To: "SATYA NARAYAN" <cp.mumbai.jtcp.Io@mahapolice.gov.in>, "ADDL CP PROTECTION AND SECURITY"
<cp.mum.addcp.prot@mahapolice.gov.in>

Sent: Monday, August 28, 2023 1:04:25 PM
Subject: Fwd: Complaint to Home Minister of India (Sushant Singh Murder Case)




L}
%Oﬁ\mz *Home Special1A" <Home_Speciall A@maharashtra.gov.in>
To: "DGP Maharashtra” <dgpms.mumbai@mahapolice.gov.in>
Ce: "CP Mumbai® <cp.mumbai@manapolice.gov.in, "pol11 home" <polt1 ‘home@maharashtra.gov.in>
Sent: Monday, August 28, 2023 12:17:17 PM
Subject: Fw: Complaint to Home Minister of India (Sushant Singh Murder Case)

' Urgent,
Sir,

Please take necessary action.

Regards,

(Jahangir Khan)

Under Secretary /Spl-1A,Home Department,
Govt. of Maharashtra, Mantralaya, Mumbai.

From: Shri Anup Kumar Singh

Sent: 25 August 2023 18:38

To: rajesh.govil@nic.in; Home_Pol11; chetan.nikam@nic.in; Home_Special1A
Subject: Fw: Complaint to Home Minister of India (Sushant Singh Murder Case)

Madam/Sir,

Your e-mail is forwarded to the concerned JS/DS/Desk for further necessary action.

PA to Pr. Secy. (Special)

" From: Sujata Saunik
Sent: 25 August 2023 16:08
_ To: Shri Anup Kumar Singh
. Subject: Fw: Complaint to Home Minister of India (Sushant Singh Murder Case)
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From: Shri. Eknath Sambhayji Shinde (Chief Minister)
Sent: Friday, August 25, 2023 3:38 PM
To: Sujata Saunik

Cc: rashidkhanpathan8t@gmail.com
Subject: Fw: Complaint to Home Minister of India (Sushant Singh Murder Case)

{Quoted taxt hidden)
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE
AT BOMBAY

ORDINARY ORIGINAL CRIMINAL
JURISDICTION

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION (Cri.)
NO. _ /2023

Supreme Court and High Court
Litigants Association, Through

President Shri. Rashid Khan Pathan
) ...Petitioner

Versus .

Central Bureau of Investigation & Ors.
) ...Respondents

PUBLIC INTEREST LITIGATION

Dated this ___ day of September, 2023
POOJA SHAH & CHAITANYA RAOTE
OS Code- 19570; Advocate Code 1-32913
Address:2 & 3, Kothari House,
5/7 Qak Lane, A R Allana Marg,
Near Burma Burma Restauraht,
Fort, Mumbai 400 023. -

Email: pshah3309@gmail.com:
chaitanyaraote7@gmail.com
Mobile No: 7498969871, 7045372732 .




