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QUM QU SL_ & 66001 6ULNSHEG &ML HEHBHMEUSSILILE HHHML ST HeNdHGIH Q&M6TIY (hoHSLL ST
Gl9L06H6men LTGHISHTHGL 2 siesisLones Lawiluied QoG sHLlsdHIlelenen Slemesddl LmeLLOlE
LmeUl L g semevsnln HALHSe, LansiLNG HHdgenm FoHIm HEeUNSHE, LOMGGILLAG LMoLl L &

SITEUG &HEUTIHTEUNLLITETS6N, LOTEILILNG Uen6nHG L&l HTeU6L HEMEVII Y UIOUTENITSHEN
AACWIMHEHES @b CQUTGIHVS SHeueL LAGHS LMUTEDGIU|L 651 ADILLLILGHDS).

pHLoetImmIBET BILITHSHEDET LITSHISHTHSLON?

AHIHI FLLMIS6 &c108 aNCHTHSHMTe0 SHeumnall LITURSSULULE SLLTaN&Hemnen
SILMISGHID U HLons LleTL(RSSUILGIGCUTE HigUupndHaHsnen LIMGISHTEHHCEU6NUIGUI SEMEVLLITILI
SLENLN BHTEULGIMDEHGLD, ST HEINSHMTETNSHS Cousuigll SLenln HHSHGHEMHMEHEGLD
Q&AM

SLYM6N BHLILMSEUTSHETnL HTEUOGIMMENII BHLALSHDMISH6N, BSHLOTDMISEDeT HH SHeML H@GLD
Camuileons BT WHSG UHEDTNSHET. eoimed QhHl “L L SeNgeunsln” (Legal Terrorism)
cl6tIm 2 &8 HAHLTIMGHSTEL QUL LUL (G @UCungl b WS LUHMICHTL Gumev
upeNuNHéGLD QUL QUISHL &6l QIWSHG&HeT Qbhd DHLILNGemdHmen (LNMMIGVILONS
$&1HASDHGINNL_L 601

SLUTaN&EpHCSHHTTS SHeumnes ChToHE6L e(heUl QUITLILITE 6U[SHL &6M6TuILI LSITIT
Qar(hé@&ICUTG USHemesT LG QFIILIN STEULSIMD (LNMDIITS LIesiTeNETIenen Gl
GOHDSADHSMe SMLITET YHMIRIGET QBHoHTEL L HCL FANGIDSHD 6ULEHmS
BLSHGHUSDSTEN (NSTHAJD Q(HSHHME) 61601MI NSNS SHWIMT Q&G CULHMS
HAHLTINHEH DS ADIILGCEUGTNHLD. 4631M6L HEDL (LAHDUND QHSHGLD upsHSHGELAT
CoumieNsLonsd QbSHHMG)I.

QUM eUISL Fem6suIll LSMT L6y QEUILINIUL L &L 65T 6ThHeTNSHLOMes LIev6dT 6X&MJem6uoilLn
Q&UILIMLOED S6TuT6M6TnT CLIG.HCSHTEIIE SibhSL LaTm] UGG hoHeondHE SidHeneiGl Qmid
aNgnyenen AMGMSITS HANSIDSHDEG @I UPSHSHLD LID STEVLONS SHTEUELGIMMUT6D
QwhHaIUmLADI.

QUISHLF6MET EULSHGHEMETL QUTMIGHSHEUDT LVt QNG MI6n6I 61601LIGI ([ LOMSHSLILIL L
bEOL(LA60M. Qoeiedlsneneunsll Liev AUUTEN&6T GHmeurefaensd HaHsMeésuul (b
UNTHHETNHHTET CUMTLL UJSHL_F6MET ULNHGHET GLIHLDHILLIGCLITED SHITEULGHIEMMIITED SHl6uiLn
Sevin QA HHLeIDRGHNL QHTLLLULGHMDG 6161ml 196060 2 winhHnesimn Qsefeunss
NN SHME).

Delhi High Court
(Savitri Devi Vs. Ramesh Chand, CRL. R 462/2002, Dt:19 May 2003)

“Once a complaint is lodged under Sections 498AIPC whether there are exaggerated
allegations or there is no evidence, it comes as an easy tool in the hands of Police and
agencies like Crime Against Women Cell to hound them with the threat of arrest making them
run here and there ... ... ... ...Thousands of such complaints and cases are pending and
are being lodged day in and day out”
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GO UYHG&H6MNEL LIeL6iTaFTIemeun LAV 2 6TI6MLOMII AHMHSHICIHTETENTLO SHhisbefL LD
§eG siutalsamen Gnmeured 66l H$5MHE QUL aIYsHGSHmen HHBIDSHD Q&ML g
LUTNGHEDeT GISTTLMISGHIN QUPRSHSHD SHTEULGIMMSHES LUHSM6 aNaQuineden. QhoHiLl
&SHATHHMG (LN6ITLMTEN HTLHHCELCIL LeuesTaNFTIen6ILNed HLenLOGHeUMILN HEML (LAEHM
eMalLgImDUTE Qb bSIHSADS).

@l L eugeonmenm &MHMIS dnlihg ChToHAITL Qhd 2 6usnin Leol(BLd. “ep@beur Lig)
@MU Uasn udey Qawnuiu@oung Mwimer Levsi eNgnyene &g @GmmLd
SMLLUULL6U 2 6iuienlowindGol @GmmLn YNbHSTIT SH6L6VG USTISHMIT SHTLOLILIGwITE &
SMPEUILONS FL L HMSSH HUDNHL LIETLGSHS QUIILITET LSTT eflSHSHIeNenTym e16iLImNS
psmmuing eenyenen C&ig 2 MIHULGSHSTO SHL MM Mbhd ASHSHTIO GHesi6vill_LD
Q&AM 61651 sTEBMEMISIH6L LASD uUFHILITS L0NSHHlq Hlpedled LOMhGICSHT6wI(H
G@moOWETLL UL (henen genouiles SHeudHailed LilensmUCUMg G el SiGILNISHPH SDHDdHnd
@ULSHQAsTeTeNg Q&g HHUSUNET (LT GHmeureflng HmISSID Q&M eUN&HELO
LeoBmOOIENGaEeeCse (LG @hdumalls QubHGBsADS." Qbs Qb

FLLbenL (pemmenlll umml BhHGeow HHUSH SHeu1g LUHSeHSHL GMILNL I (HSSHMIT.

A History of the Criminal Law of England

1883. Vol.1: Page 442, MacMillan & Co. London

Author: Sir James Fitzjames Stephen, A Judge of the High Court of Justice, Queen’s Bench
Division

During the discussions which took place on the Indian Code of Criminal Procedure in 1872
some observations were made on the reasons which occasionally lead native police officers
to apply torture to prisoners. An experienced civil officer observed, “There is a great deal of
laziness in it. It is far pleasanter to sit comfortably in the shade rubbing red pepper into a
poor devil's eyes than to go about in the sun hunting up evidence." This was a new view
to me, but | have no doubt of its truth.

QaCuneim SihH QUCUTGILD QASTLHG BLHSHQA&TETI(HSN6T QEHSHHAMS). (Lnsiesinen SLALLS
HMEULGHIMMS HEMeLEUC] SIT6TT HemeLeUNTSH LIGTMILITHMIL SHTEUELGIMMDUTED HILTONSEHHE
QaCunsim QeowsdHaslGLd SbHenw CrMed LMTGHG bhd Cou 6T AUDILIOUSMS SHLAWS
sreucLglemMuett oG Q6L ear s1(gdlilernen s Henguiled eMeuMdHH(hSAMMIT.

“HTeU60 HeneLGHEHL LHUTG GHMMEULSHEGSH6MN6D SHL M0 2 cuulTe L 681 &MiImest
Levsirelgmenesnn QFIS SMIRIGHEN6T SHILIq LSS 2 6T6HLNSH &6sTenLOGMIL
AMHGHESHTEMATOED SN LD eULAEIM 6T606VML LHMTSHEHHGSLD NEMIEN6UIIENI (LAIG&HG)
QIHMS HANBIDHHDEG AN L STHS HMLIG s HLene HHH&SH QaMTeeUSDHTS
UL HML6HS @@ SuTe gemnsd Qg mfleomefNeniwt uedwim® Gumew UWGILUGHSGS 6uemi)
Gohoeurefing §56Mée 54 (Wemm Hemulled SeneMu,eHMNsHen” si6Im HLOWS
SMEULGHIMMS Hemeveul 61(PHUNBSHDMT. LHNUNON(BHHG 6pL16) QUMM NDEG UMD
AboacanGenneniill LD dWsHHSN6 (LabhdGl. sl LUHeNNONBHSCUTCH b
UUTaNSHG QemusdsLUULL SHHEHG UHL Qameev (LalgieNleemeoCil! Qg FL L o6t
GMOLOM? 6V6VG| FLLHmG GaweoLI(bHGILeunselen &mmLom?
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Tamilnadu Police Department
Criminal Investigation Department Review, 2007: Issue: IV
Criminal Justice System Precept and Practice
Tr. A.X.Alexander, IPS., (Retd. DGP)

There was a burglary in 1997 ... ... ... within three hours the thief was apprehended and the
property was recovered. He was sent to the prison and subsequently detained under Act 14 of
1982. He had 54 convictions.

......... After the release, the thief and his wife came to see us and | asked him why he had
committed thefts so many times. He replied that he was an assistant in masonry work and
that he had committed petty felonies only and not definitely the cases shown in his
conviction records and the police had taken him whenever they could not fix an
accused.

| perused his conviction records and most of the offenses for which he was punished were
motorcycle thefts. From his looks | could guess that he did not know even to start a
motorcycle. | confronted him why he had committed thefts of motorcycles. He replied
that he had not committed theft of any motorcycle but whenever motorcycles were
recovered in series he was fixed as the thief. | sent for the Inspector who booked him, to
know from him whether the allegation of the thief was true. The Inspector stood in silence for
long and muttered that it was true and | told him that he has children and wished that he sinned
no more... ... ....

QaCuneim  JAUUTENSEHSHES QHIHWTOND LTINS QendHaHLUILL (Heubl BSOS
&euuiL. GLoemew BI(H&eN “UsbMT QUITLITS @@HHSTVIN 61hdHeNd WHMILALMTM SLILTENSHem6rn
M&HGHQFIILD HeoL(Lenm @hIHiimaled QmLusnsd” QnhHnelnE Cgevev bHeneudh@Ln
SIS Glgl0dH&Heme 6158Mbend Q&SI SH6Mme6DT!

The University of California Education Abroad Program
International Students’ Handbook
Country: INDIA
(Source: http://eap.ucop.edu/our_programs/countries/india/)

“Since the police may arrest anyone who is accused of committing a crime (even if
the allegation is frivolous in nature), the Indian criminal justice system is often used
to escalate personal disagreements into criminal charges. This practice has been
increasingly exploited by dissatisfied business partners, contractors, estranged
spouses, or other persons with whom the U.S. citizen has a disagreement, occasionally
resulting in the jailing of U.S. citizens pending resolution of their disputes”

GO aYsG&eled HgugnHsemen HoaHemeldhs SlTLMIGGHID QHTHELCEWL QUGG &l
ENSNIEILONSG QUL eUJSHL G660 eUNHG&H66L LGN AHHLONS bL hGHIESTEIG (HhSHMS).
gQeEIMTed QUNHL demewnl H(HLILG FLLhisbemen HeUMTsHL LGL(RSHSGHID SDHMUTeNsdEhd&d
SIMEWILITG QUL eUPHG&HemaT 2 (heuTdHA SLUmaNdenen GHisTLMISHETeL & LG

SO HAMSMLD! GCogId QUL UTSHLF6M6uul eULHGHEN 61601LIGHI QHAHUITEINEL LIeV(h&H@LD 6LMLILD
S Qsmfleond Q@mUUSTS 196060 2 WIMTHHNGIDID FaMU([HSHHAME).
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
Date of Order: August 06, 2010
Crl. M.C. 722 of 2009
Amit Sharma ...Petitioner Versus State & Ors. ...Respondents

4. It is surprising that such FIRs are registered by the police when neither complainant
lives in Delhi nor the accused persons live in Delhi nor any part of alleged offence had taken
place in Delhi. ... ... ... | consider that registration of this FIR is a sordid story of working
culture of Delhi police. It is this police which refuses to register FIRs in case of robberies,
thefts and other heinous offences which take place on the roads of Delhi and when the
complainant dare comes to police station for registration of FIR, he is made to run from one
police station to another on the issue of jurisdiction itself, while the_FIRs are registered when
nothing happened in India and no investigation can be done by the police in India. Why such
FIRs are reqgistered is obvious. It seems registration of FIRs has been made a profitable
business by some police officials.

QUL QINSL_&6METI UWNHGSET 6OMLLD &(HLD CHMBLNS @(HLLISTEL HL MO LOMIhG)
Hyugnéaemnen QUM eUJHL Femeun GDHMeaILHG&eNed GmmeurefiLing H&HsMoH G
HASIDMRSELHSG GHD SiM&HENS @ILILLD L6 &LOLIEUMISET Q6TmILD bL hGHIC&HM6s(HSTed

A &HEIMe. QBH6uTeL SHEMLEUNL gJemig sTeMNl LU HFUITSHSESHT60T
un@éasuuGHorisst. @&Cunsim wefls 2 Menn WBHeL&HE HLSHEHTLOEL

B[ 66CeUE(HRALGIDTED &HTEUD H6tG HLemn Seudeamain HHSSHOm Semeobiliiihg Hetim
SULTN&m6NS HT&HSHGEU6TI(HLD.

“SUTNGTTND Gl L LJ6v0T 2 6eNTIILY HMTCSH
Brsvleornm &l L 6u(®.”

61601 H(heuen@peuifent FnMenmG QUCLNG| QUITLIQITSL &6m6wl ULN&HSG e
QuminunsHeN_ L. Sueoimed sl L eu@Geyd emmbaeNHL, breledmbhe cubhd
&BHEHAEFTMSHETL gMULL Coudhenesidben dnl LNMDHEHIONELD. 601meL Higupmdlemut Quimi
QIRHHL GHDeUTeNLng fHobsamalds HAHLEINHSHD Ssmeowall G sHemLSufled Hyugnd
cl601ml NBGHeneL QFWISTID hS HTUITH SlMLbhS @6vteu1e0LH6N 616IMICLO MG
PSS SHM60 Q(hHGLD. AUUTONGHeM6T Qbhd CeudHemesienil WIMTITIN SHiEDL&& (LAIGUITS)
sletiml QA 2 §& HHeIMID FLELSHOD e QUM UPSHL 6060 UNHHD aNdHs ShLiNeL
@(PhISMM L6Vt allgmyenem cLpeold HFUImHseEnd@ Qenwdbslumi HHenis &6
GeugemeiLl LILIq.(H&HME).

Supreme Court of India
Preeti Gupta & Another Vs. State of Jharkhand & Another,
Crl. Appeal No. 1512/2010, Dt: 23 August 2010

“The criminal trials lead to immense sufferings for all concerned. Even ultimate acquittal
in the trial may also not be able to wipe out the deep scars of suffering of ignominy.
Unfortunately a large number of these complaints have not only flooded the courts but also
have led to enormous social unrest affecting peace, harmony and happiness of the society..”

SIGHETIMEL CILML UJHLF6M6T QUNSHGSHEN 6ThGHeNG NG MIen6uILAl6TM SHIT6U6LGHIEMMILITEL
GLUmUsSTS FHNGINSHD QamlLuu@GaCung Ryugndasner CoHamauidm GO alLsHGaeMed
5&ameuH G| GITTUMISSTLOD LTGHIHMEHS HHLOIDRISHNTEL L (BLOSTET (Llg LD, 6STLAbhHSTEL
LM &&LA6I(H! STEUNIHGL, HHSHGLD LeTdTLAUNBHHSTDL AULTENSHEpSHGLD HEH 6w (H!!
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