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fawg.- o1 o3 I A 9 A Fald OATAAE]
SARERIU  AHEAT Hod  [Slealidid  IRPRI
HHARIAT il gabral WIR UGS Siiquu]
GURIUTH AT HRIAT AT §¥ex SIS Yt
gl 9T Iid Sifd YiedTd 9 il HaHd
YT SMYBRME Iead- HedHD BId SGHTAAT
BTl 1971 T HAH 2(b), 12, HRA Jfdym=r
HAH 129, 215 TOT YIGT 52, 109, 166, 336, 409,
115, 304-A, 120 (B), 34 3Tl AT HIUAT

U] HRATSSTE.
TeH:- 1. 91 g9 AT TR

2022 SCC OnLine SC 533 Jacob Puliyel Vs. Union of
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India

2. {1, Gd3 I AT TG

a. 2022 SCC OnLine Bom 457 Feroze Mithiborwala Vs.
State of Maharashtra (02.03.2022)

b. 2022 SCC OnLine Bom 1038 Subrata Muzumdar Vs.
Dr. Vidya Yervavdekar

TETAT T |ifgdl 9 €. <xNed! d sfecsd-diw ot Usrr uigy gl
‘Q.vive’ TT TAAR Bhacdl fa=idr=dl MYR MUY ey <uard dd ot
YUIYHTOT:

1. g1 AN "R . g . 22.07.2022 sh M0 TFHR uRved st
IO ! 31T I SRITEIG Sl dTdid SRBRI HHATAHT I Sdl- 3R’
Al WR 8 diHl HRAT 8kl gk Sho’ Udedd  YHI0gA
GRAdeRIaR fET SR el

2. Tl A 9UR 4. 1 giAt 8. 22.07.2022 ISl Yddedl THHR URYGd
AT R S YUIT AT 11 HRUTMTA! Wi, fG=myd 3 Badue SR
3{T0ft 1. Tl ITTerd d |1, Hos 3o ATl TG R SaHEAT HRUR

fAeT B3 TR YUraTdt a8 e’ Siorl [RIaT Svar fAder fecurared
e 3Tg.

gaefid fgsisil ABP MAJTHA a3 TTaild foid a) IudsY 316,

Link: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GZoamn9xN3g

Title: “§¥X SIGAT YRI4T SIEdT, H WIR ©1 : foreg1iuaRl»

3. RMUDBR el I YU bl Hodl ball Y JHd 8 P H1. I 4
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T IR IFHEAT B0 3R,

4. HT. 4 <ATATATM Jacob Puliyel Vs. Union of India 2022 SCC OnLine

Bom 533 YU WF DG 33 faall 318 fb R Irsage-=ar ad
21 TIR &9 90 fdsar 9 901 81 fulg Svgr Uded ol adadid fUaR

3{Te. T J1ad &1 el HIUdal TIE Ue [Hee MU T YUy a7ed
ol OIlg ehd ATel. 38 Hd AU IRd YUaTd WY 3R HI. Yald <raraa™
f2. 2 & 033 Jcia fEd armed.

5. HI. 3= 75|'|1II('12—II:IEFT Osbert Khaling Vs. State of Manipur and Ors. 2021

SCC OnLine Mani 234, Dr. Aniruddha Babar Vs. State of Nagaland 2021
SCC OnLine Gau 1504 T UHRUMd WY HAGI 3394 fadll 318 &I TET

Hadtdl T9 7 Uded o8 drEl TR fhar sar SIorcarg! gfaen IRaur g
TP 3Te.

In Osbert Khaling Vs. State of Manipur and Ors. 2021 SCC OnLine Mani

234 1t 1s ruled as under;

“8.... Restraining people who are yet to get vaccinated from
opening institutions, organizations, factories, shops, elc.,
or denying them _their _livelihood by linking their
employment, be it NREGA job card holders or workers in
Government or private projects, to their getting vaccinated

would be illecal on the part of the State, if not

unconstitutional. Such a measure would also trample upon
the freedom of the individual to get vaccinated or choose not

to do so.”

In Dr. Aniruddha Babar Vs. State of Nagaland 2021 SCC OnLine Gau

1504, 1t 1s ruled as under;
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“6. Till the returnable date, fees should not be charged for

testing from Government employees and their salaries should

not be stopped for reason of not having being vaccinated.”

6. 1. o3 3= rATad & 02.03.2022 ST Feroze Mithiborwala Vs. State

of Maharashtra 2022 SCC Online Bom 457 UbRUId &I ST YUY hIUG]
3q fad 318, T TSR HI. Hag I T dabla- §d g 4t
IR ¢ AR HAR diRR Hed HYH JIdRE Hc TrARIE dahlailA
RAHAT 3egd B1hY d IR RIS HIGH 52, 109, 384, 385, 420, 409, 511,
341, 342, 120 (b), 32 3{d7id BISIGRI HRATS HUGRET gifadT Hag 3=
AITATd Udfdd 3118, [PIL No. 84 of 2021]

1 gl Ud Iiad Sigdl 318,

7. H1. Hdld =TT Jacob Pulivel Vs. Union of India 2022 SCC OnLine

Bom 533 UHRUMA STGRMHde! HHATANE HGHIGYUl drTue QUM
faemdiaTean i =ai—T 11, Hag I AT  didbl fGedmar Jiql @id
3Tt Fofg A1t gad 9 arfresTe i AT Jha HRuRd! fa-dral A1

H TSI ST Id aaHHYATd URTRITd ST 3Tad

Link: https://epaper.loksatta.com/3474498/loksatta-mumbai/14-05-
2022#clip/68019438/342¢659a-a2f7-4cal -b999-
edctac784d48/610.2857142857142:434.261565836299

8. News published in Free Press Journal on May 13, 2022 titled as “Pune:

Symbiosis to reinstate unvaccinated employees who were asked to go on
unpaid leave.”

“A vacation bench of Justices AK Menon and NR Borkar

accepted Symbiosis’ statement. While disposing of the

petition, the HC has also asked the society to consider paying
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compensation to the employee from the month of January to

date.”

Link: https://www.freepressjournal.in/legal/pune-symbiosis-to-reinstate-

unvaccinated-employees-who-were-asked-to-go-on-unpaid-leave

News Published in Loksatta on 14" May, 2022 titled as “RIETaR™

faemdiaT=ht ararR”
“GIABIH I JHGIT LTI QUITE] [N il Tlgct”

Link: https://epaper.loksatta.com/3474498/loksatta-mumbai/14-035-
2022#chip/68019438/342¢659a-a2{7-4cal-b999-
edcfac784d48/610.2857142857142:434.261565836299

9. AT. I AT fS. 13 ﬁ, 2022 IS &Iaﬁl Subrata Mazumdar Vs. Dr.

Vidya Yervavdekar 2022 SCC OnLine Bom qiﬁ’@ﬁﬂﬂ’ﬂﬂ’lﬁf ﬁ'ﬁ&I'UT qlalaé

3Te;

“I. On behalf of the respondent learned Advocate states that
he has been instructed to enter appearance and make a
Statement that in view of the decision of the Supreme Court
in Jacob Puliyel v. Union of India in Writ Petition (Civil

No. 607 of 2021, the respondents have decided to review their

vaccination policy and issue fresh guidelines and the

grievance of the petitioner will now be addressed.

2. In view thereof petition is disposed.”

10. VDR grel AICI YUMR . 1 T edURERYU AT, Heg 3o I1A1ed
gard IaTaared] CR] AGHHEAT Ho- Bid MTHTIAT STl 1971

HATH 2 (b) T 12 3d7d BISGR] RIS 9 TSI fRI&M SR SuRTe
3.
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HI. {-Ithd IATAIE T.N. Godavarman Thirumpula Vs. Ashok Khot, (2006)
5 SCC 1 YU HERIY debleid H Afud 4t. 3= Wid 9 94 HAl

oft. TIURAT AE® AT AU WHUTAT FAHIa! 1 AfgAT g&Id
urafdd Bid.

“I. The “King is under no man, but under God and the
law”—was the reply of the Chief Justice of England, Sir
Edward Coke when James I once declared, “Then I am to be
under the law. It is treason to affirm it"—so wrote Henry

Bracton who was a Judge of the King's Bench.

2. The words of Bracton in his treatise in Latin “quod rex non
debet esse sub homine, sed sub Deo et lege” (that the King
should not be under man, but under God and the law) were
quoted time and time again when the Stuart Kings claimed to

rule by divine right. We would like to quote and requote those
words of Sir Edward Coke even at the threshold.

3. In our democratic polity under the Constitution based on
the concept of “rule of law” which We have adopted and
given to ourselves and which serves as an aorta in the

anatomy of our democratic system, THE LAW IS SUPREME.

4. Everyone, whether individually or collectively, is
unquestionably under the supremacy of law. Whoever he
may be, however high he is, he is under the law. No matter

how powerful he is and how rich he may be.

21. Any country or society professing the rule of law as its
basic feature or characteristic does not distinguish between
high or low, weak or mighty. Only monarchies and even

some democracies have adopted the age-old principle that
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the king cannot be sued in his own courts.

22. Professor Dicey's words in relation to England are

equally applicable to any nation in the world. He said as

follows:

“When we speak of the rule of law as a characteristic of
our country, not only that with us no man is above the
l[aw but that every man, whatever be his rank or
condition, is subject to the ordinary law of the realm and
amenable to the jurisdiction of the ordinary tribunals. In
England the idea of legal equality, or the universal
subjection of all classes to one law administered by the
ordinary courts, has been pushed to its utmost limit.
With us every official, from Prime Minister down to a
constable or a collector of taxes, is under the same
responsibility for every act done with legal justification
as any other citizen. The reports abound with cases in
which officials have been brought before the courts, and
made, in their personal capacity, liable to punishment,
or to the payment of damages, for acts done in their
official character but in excess of their lawful authority.
A colonial Governor, a Secretary of State, a military
officer, and all subordinates, though carrying out the
commands of their official superiors, are as responsible
for any act which the law does not authorise as is a

private and unofficial person. (See Introduction to the

Study of the Law of the Constitution, 10th Edn., 1965, pp.
193-94.)

34. While contempt proceedings usually have these

Page 7 of 55



characteristics and contempt proceedings against a
government department or a Minister in an official capacity
would not be either personal or punitive (it would clearly not
be appropriate to fine or sequester the assets of the Crown or
a government department or an officer of the Crown acting in
his official capacity), this does not mean that a finding of
contempt against a government department or Minister would
be pointless. The very fact of making such a finding would
vindicate the requirements of justice. In addition, an order for
costs could be made to underline the significance of a
contempt. A purpose of the court’s powers to make findings of
contempt is to that ensure the orders of the court are obeyed.
This jurisdiction is required to be coextensive with the court's
jurisdiction to make orders which need the protection which
the jurisdiction to make findings of contempt provides. In civil
proceedings the court can now make orders (other than
injunctions or for specific performance) against authorised
government departments or the Attorney General. On
applications for judicial review orders can be made against
Ministers. In consequence such orders must be taken not to
offend the theory that the Crown can supposedly do no wrong.
Equally, if such orders are made and not obeyed, the body
against whom the orders were made can be found guilty of
contempt without offending that theory, which could be the
only justifiable impediment against making a finding of
contempt. (See M. v. Home Office [(1993) 3 All ER 537 .
(1994) 1 AC 377 : (1993) 3 WLR 433 (HL)] ).

35. This is a case where not only right from the beginning
attempt has been made to overreach the orders of this Court

but also to draw red herrings. Still worse is the accepted
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position of inserting a note in the official file with oblique
motives. That makes the situation worse. In this case the
contemnors deserve severe punishment. This will set an
example for those who have a propensity for disregarding the
court's orders because of their money power, social status or
posts held. Exemplary sentences are called for in respect of
both the contemnors. Custodial sentence of one month's
simple imprisonment in each case would meet the ends of
justice. It is to be noted that in T.N. Godavarman
Thirumulpad (67) v. Union of India [(2003) 10 Scale 1126]
this Court had imposed costs of Rs 50,000 on a DFO on the

ground that renewal of licence was not impermissible in cases
where licences were issued prior to this Court'’s order dated
4-3-1997 [T.N. Godavarman Thirumulpad (2) v. Union of
India, (1997) 3 SCC 312] . That was the case of an officer in
the lower rung. Considering the high positions held by the
contemnors more Stringent punishment is called for, and,
therefore, we are compressing (sic passing) custodial

sentence.’”’

11. HI. ﬂcﬁw = BINEIE] Legrand (India) Pvt. L.td. Vs. Union of India 2007

6) Mh.L.J. 146, E.T. Sunup Vs. C.A.N.S.S. Emplovee Association 2004-

L]

CCC(SC)-4-295 U UMda! TP HAG] 334 fadll 31e fob 31=ar ffeh=ai-T
(Bureaucrats) qsb‘llcld gréfad l—lll%@f :

In Legrand (India) Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Union of India 2007 (6) Mh.L.J. 146 1t 1s

ruled as under;

“O(c). If in spite of the earlier exposition of law by the High
Court having been pointed out and attention being pointedly

drawn to that legal position, in utter disregard of that
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position, proceedings are initiated, it must be held to be a
wilful disregard of the law laid down by the High Court and

would amount to civil contempt as defined in Section 2(b) of

the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971.”

In E.T. Sunup Vs. C.A.N.S.S. Employee Association 2004-CCC(SC)-4-295 1t

1s ruled as under;

"A] CONTEMPT OF COURT-Deliberate attempt on the
part bureaucracy to circumvent order of court and try to take
recourse to one jurisdiction or other - this shows complete
lack of grace in accepting the order of the Court - this
tendency of undermining the court's order cannot be
countenanced - in democracy the role of Court cannot be
subservient to the administrative fiat - the executive and
legislature and executive within check - the appellant office

flouted order of this court is guilty of contempt of court

B] PUNISHMENT TO BUREAUCRATS- apology tendered

-order of court complied - held- if the court’s are flouted like
this then people will lose faith in the court - therefore it is
necessary that such violation should be dealt with strong
hands and to convey to the authorities that the courts are not
going to take things lightly - order of the high court
convincing the officer under contempt of court’s act and

imposition of fine of Rs. 5000 is affirmed.”

12. DRI I 3P ST gERIUNM 3FedTd Wd: $g GRPRAd A Hal
3N SRS 31, Wed quad (99 30 aY) I 5 Pl Riices i<
SURUTHTHST AT EATd g IRBRTT AEFI HIAM Gl 3178, Arges
q1. gaied 9 Has 3 GraradE 31 TUSiaH 9edM WUl 91l 33g4
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fadedT HIEYIAR S1. Wed qudd Il URART 1000 Hict 3T JHdM
WRUTs e ugrErdl i WP(C) No. 5767 of 2022 I I GRAA
PO 3Tell 3R Iaad qUid 9d e g feoiied WSaq arqwn

YRR el 3HTad Tl JHTYUMY YUl Alsld 3Te.

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/1101Y AbwIcTPe 0J2zAUynVEipggrM 14

O/view

13. iU A AT QERIUMHH TR 9 3ERIdb A& i T feladt
FUi] JHaH HRUTSHTST SUTd STeled] YR UM JTYR YUgTd ST 316

gd i T SiaUdia™ Jf-dr HRIargT Vs. T JSH (2016) 8 SCC
509 UHUMA WY Hdl 3Te DI HRTT Al T Mgsre fhad o SRidbdrd
ApTeaT SiaTeAT fe e &) 8T,

14. S TATATH - A4 T GURIUTHTIICT 80 D] d T gSRIOMH
AYTAUIT=AT BTH HUATAT 24000 D] UY THIU HIUTS TG HFT T8 UATd

3T,

15. I9IAT QURIUMHIYS TeM Jdid W f[duseiqe 3a:ih- <rarddH
78 DIl T (101 TR US Dollor) THIM HRUTS (3 qH fadll. g1 T

JHUMA 3HRGA Tifai-T ¥y gERIUE dugd il R
HBUTIT HUIdh S (3 Billion Dollor) 24000 HICT T &8 dYd ol d f{USIAN

IH Y HRUTs fHedqH faeil.

16. feUsR 2021 AL Hasdid RAY Hed Araran 3 I g1 Gl

Pl IRce Tl gSRIVITHIHS Tl AT G el gldl. ATl 3HTg gl
fds 3 ™A difdd] GRId Ho Qooo HICT TUY Jha HIUTgT]

Aol hodl 3R, a9 RIUI%g 8T, Badud A4l TeaNd! hRAg!
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arToft et 378,

&1 Y d1Fd YU STHRT o= 8ld 39 Hidbdld g fethe ° g
FTTHT FiawaR T goreiid dat 3.

Link:-https://childrenshealthdefense.org/defender/bill-gates-indian-

government-lawsuit-astrazeneca-vaccine-killed-shri-hitesh-kadve/

g1 Ud 3 IUdY 316,

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/129nQaVj1iJwLOdbIOB6hfzdmlel 1.2143/vi

ew

17. 1. W &I 9 8 @ic gl 33q4 fAded HOEaR I
TSN ghiHed SR DIUAIgl ANTRDIAT aHd HUBRE Ieaid
eI A @RI THIH HRUTS 4dd ol HRUTR Aax 3RIU! SffUhTaid g
A HRIA! 3T BTG 3R

1. Veena Sippy Major Vs. Narayan Dumbre, then Senior Inspector of Police

& Ors. 2012 SCC OnLine Bom 339

11. S. Nambi Narayanan v. Siby Mathews, (2018) 10 SCC 804

18. Ihdd HI. Ydld IITAI S. Nambi Narayanan Vs. Siby Mathews,
(2018) 10 SCC 804 THRUMT 50 ARG ¥YY 3R HIH HIUT TRDBRA
AT QU QR g AR IRAd! THIM HUTE HHY TATdIh e
URTUOT TSR ¢4 Jd HRUTS &l HfeTaidhg- agd BRI 31T fad
3MTed.

In S. Nambi Narayanan v. Siby Mathews (2018) 10 SCC 804, it 1s ruled as

under;
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“41. In Sube Singh v. State of Haryana [Sube Singh v. State
of Haryana, (2006) 3 SCC 178 : (2006) 2 SCC (Cri) 54] , the

three-Judge Bench, after referring to the earlier decisions,

has opined: (SCC pp. 198-99, para 38)

“38. It is thus now well settled that the award of
compensation against the State is an appropriate and
effective remedy for vredress of an established
infringement of a fundamental right under Article 21, by
a public servant. The quantum of compensation will,
however, depend upon the facts and circumstances of
each case. Award of such compensation (by way of
public law remedy) will not come in the way of the
aggrieved person claiming additional compensation in a
civil court, in the enforcement of the private law remedy
in tort, nor come in the way of the criminal court
ordering compensation under Section 357 of the Code of

Criminal Procedure.”

42. In Hardeep Singh v. State of M.P. [Hardeep Singh v. State
of M.P., (2012) 1 SCC 748 : (2012) 1 SCC (Cri) 684] , the
Court was dealing with the issue of delayed trial and the
humiliation faced by the appellant therein. A Division Bench
of the High Court in intra-court appeal had granted [Hardeep
Singh Anand v. State of M.P., 2008 SCC OnLine MP 501 :
2008 Cri LJ 3281] compensation of Rs 70,000. This Court,

while dealing with the quantum of compensation

highlighted the suffering and humiliation caused to the
appellant and enhanced the compensation.

43. In the instant case, keeping in view the report of CBI and
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the judgment rendered by this Court in K. Chandrasekhar [K.
Chandrasekhar v. State of Kerala, (1998) 5 SCC 223 : 1998
SCC (Cri) 1291] , suitable compensation has to be awarded,
without any trace of doubt, to compensate the suffering,
anxiety and the treatment by which the quintessence of life
and liberty under Article 21 of the Constitution withers away.

We think it appropriate to direct the State of Kerala to pay a

sum of Rs 50 lakhs towards compensation to the appellant

and, accordingly, it is so ordered. The said amount shall be
paid within eight weeks by the State. We hasten to clarify

that the appellant, if so advised, may proceed with the civil

suit wherein he has claimed more compensation. We have

not expressed any opinion on the merits of the suit.”

19. SR TETGT TR fhar HHY YBRI (Collector) T PIc. HTHAT fdbdl

AR HIUATE! =T HRA RIITd FHERHN U foearar Arafdss @iid
HRATS 7 HRUMR fhdl IHT IRGFIATHS U Teghrd HRUMR fdbar i
ArAfdUATETS] gebldT 3gdTe S-IdUIR, UGl GoUANT HRUR aiRy HITDR],
Tl @ Pic SauE-AT FRIGHIST U Igdid 391 WE Sl Jl. did

AT 334 fGdTl 318, [M.P. Dwivedi AIR 1996 SC 2299

20. dYT 3T IRY SffTeifaes HI.E.fa. 218, 201, 192, 193, 409 3T}
fafds TeIisiaild Ry U Jgdid 3T WY Sl Hl. 3= 9 Jdrd
AT 347 fadl 3G =A™ YHRUMd deb i< AHA! [ddeRE
YW I IRGRURIITST ATRATER 10 TR 3T &8 ATl 3178, [State of
Maharashtra Vs. Sarangdharsingh S. Chavan (2011) 1 SCC 577]

1) In State of Odisha Vs. Pratima Mohanty 2021 SCC OnLine SC 1222 1t 1s

ruled as under;
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“20. It is further observed after referring to the decision of
this Court in the case of Common Cause, A Registered

Society (supra) that if a public servant abuses his office

whether by his act of omission or commission, and the
consequence of that is injury to an individual or loss of

public property, an action may be maintained against such

public servant. It is further observed that no public servant

can_arrogate to himself powers in_a manner which is

arbitrary. In this regard we wish to recall the observations of

this Court as under:

“The concept of public accountability and performance
of functions takes in its ambit, proper and timely action
in accordance with law. Public duty and public
obligation both are essentials of good administration
whether by the State or its instrumentalities.” [See Delhi
Airtech Services (P) Ltd. v. State of U.P., (2011) 9 SCC
354]

“The higher the public office held by a person the
greater is _the demand for rectitude on his part.”

[See Charanjit Lamba v. Army Southern
Command, (2010) 11 SCC 314]

“The holder of every public office holds a trust for public
good and therefore his actions should all be above

board.” [See Padma v. Hiralal Motilal Desarda, (2002)
7 SCC 564]

“Every holder of a public office by virtue of which he
acts on behalf of the State or public body is ultimately

accountable to the people in whom the sovereignty
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vests. As such, all powers so vested in him are meant to
be exercised for public good and promoting the public

interest. This is equally true of all actions even in the

field of contract. Thus, every holder of a public office is
a trustee whose highest duty is to the people of the
country and, therefore, every act of the holder of a public
office, irrespective of the label classifying that act, is in
discharge of public duty meant ultimately for public
good.” [See Shrilekha Vidyarthi (Kumari) v. State of
UP., (1991) 1 SCC 212]

“Public authorities should realise that in an era of

transparenc revious practices of unwarranted
secrecy have no longer a place. Accountability and

revention of corruption is possible only through
transparency.” [See ICAI v. Shaunak H. Satya, (2011) 8
SCC. 7811

11) In Kodali P. Rao vs. Public Prosecutor, AP (1975) 2 SCC 570, it 1s ruled as

under;

“A] Penal Code section 201,218,468 - Prosecution of enquiry
Officer - Preparation of incorrect and forged record of
investigation of the case with the fraudulent and dishonest
intention of misleading his superior officers and inducing

them to do or omit to do the legal and lawful actions.

Held - The accused officer framed the record in such a
manner which he knews to be incorrect with intent to save or
knowing to be likely that he will thereby save the true offender
from legal punishment is liable to be punished u.s 218/ 468 of

[.P.C. The Co accused who facilitated and intentionally aided
Page 16 of 55



in preparation of the false and forged record is also liable to

be convicted.

B] The position of accused A-2 was very different. He was a
Police officer and as such was expected to discharge the
duties entrusted to him by law with fidelity and accuracy. He
was required to ascertain the cause of the death and to
investigate the circumstances and the manner in which it was
brought about. His duty was to make honest efforts to reach
at the truth. But he flagrantly abused the trust reposed in him
by law. He intentionally fabricated false clues. laid false
trails, drew many red herring across the net smothered the
truth, burked the inquest, falsified official records and
shortcircuited the procedural safeguards. In short, he did
everything against public justice which is by Section 201,
Penal Code. The other circumstantial evidence apart the
series of these designed acts of omission and commission on
the part of A-2, were eloquent enough to indicate in no
uncertain terms that A-2 knew or had reasons to believe that

Kalarani's death was homicidal.”
111) In Regina vs. Dytham [1979] Q.B. 722, it 1s ruled as under;

“Police-Duties-Law enforcement-Misconduct of officer of
justice-Constable witnessing assault wilfully omitting to
preserve peace or protect victim or arrest assailants - Wilful
neglect without reasonable excuse of justification- Guilty
Police officer sentenced to fine of £ 150 or three months
imprisonment. He was also directed to pay £ 150 towards

legal aid cost of his defence.

Ninthly, the only authority against the appellant’s eighth
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submission is Reg. v. Wyat, 1 Salk. 380, which is
distinguishable and need not be followed. Since the Act of
1964 provides a code of conduct, it is unnecessary to go back
to ancient authority. A constable is not to be distinguished

from any other public servant.

So also in Reg. v. Wyat (1705) 1 Salk. 380 it was held that
“Where an officer” (in that case a constable) “neglects a duty
incumbent on him, either by common law or statute, he is for
his default indictable.” Counsel for the appellant contended
that this was too wide a statement of principle since it omitted
any reference to corruption or fraud, but in Stephen's Digest
of the Criminal Law , 9th ed. (1950), p. 114, art. 145 are to

be found these words:

“Every public officer commits a misdemeanour who wilfully
neglects to perform any duty which he is bound either by
common law or by statute to perform provided that the
discharge of such duty is not attended with greater danger
than a man of ordinary firmness and activity may be expected

to encounter.”’

In the present case it was not suggested that the appellant
could not have summoned or sought assistance to help the
victim or to arrest his assailants. The charge as framed left
this answer open to him. Not surprisingly he did not seek to
avail himself of it, for the facts spoke strongly against any
such answer. The allegation made was not of mere non-

feasance but of deliberate failure and wilful neglect.

This involves an element of culpability which is not restricted

to corruption or dishonesty but which must be of such a
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degree that the misconduct impugned is calculated to injure
the public interest so as to call for condemnation and
punishment. Whether such a situation is revealed by the
evidence is a matter that a jury has to decide. It puts no
heavier burden upon them than when in more familiar
contexts they are called upon to consider whether driving is
dangerous or a publication is obscene or a place of public
resort is a disorderly house: see Reg. v. Quinn [1962] 2 QO.B.
2435.

The judge's ruling was correct. The appeal is dismissed.”

21. 9% AT YR . 1 <lidhi- o YUTIRITA] Udd gld ATHT31 dheied] U]
3TATgTd 318 g 318 D
Gl BT Gaag FiT [T BlBISIgT FIewT
[Ty
Ty 5471 @I Fcderd &I Blgls ol FTeil T’ G dce Teg
G0 JHIT G HH] 36,
5015 OPD QI &% d &l &9 glardd "

22. A R fay™ & quigol @ie, 3R, [ 9 Badaud BRI
3{TRd.

23, <1 QERIUTH=ATAR I e BIUde! WHIA™ S IREU T g
Tl YA Ife A YOI SR SRIFT G ZaR M 8l e WY gld
38, JPhdd 100% AU HIUMAT Hag A Fot Afg-Ard e=Imdid
AP BRI U eSSBS TS 100 TIFP THBUITHT TS BT AP
EVAT U0 SEYaRITD 9 SHTACRIR YA $a8 a9 HUAT IRGBTIS]
UigdfduaraTdl SRITeAT Ul 3UsR 9 gSUINT HRUArEl YHR
AT WY 8ld d 8 Id IRUBR IPC 409 3fdid 3AToiia- BRI

Page 19 of 55




fRT&=T 3MURTY 38

STAR Y SWABTD AUMT Fd149 HRIFT JUTHE a9 Udaedl dldbid THTT
3P 375,

Hasdid &.3.0H. ASIhd Bid T [Aafaed 29 HRIFT BUMUST 27 ST
adid aF SN Udd Bid. 80N a9 ddacdl 93% bl dRART 97

S0 YT 376,

Sfeg tfswhd SRNRIURM 9 Yd 38 o&.o. 3Udrd d fecdiidid 60 Slacd
S PRI T GIg1 S Udd Bid il o SRIAT HTel BIdl,

5 AT R HATTAM 2. 20.09.2021 ISl fEded ITRMEE WY Hd
3Me & 9 Ydedie AHGT ST BAEl gidl el HIvdre! sy 3o
SARSIGEINNIGIRS

24. Hdcs IRVTAT HIGTH UTeH Hd Bld U = Yol Alel. 31 9414
HIUTATa! SMTYHTITT UdT AUMR T9 I ATs] Y Bl e,

grd YeTaR HI. Yoz I YA HieH argl gid Y gbR1 ai SHIA
375t TheTad 3R,

25. YR SR 9 STRRIPTT TRIad Squf SITRTda axnfHesit fGaear
Arfgdiae d IRepRAT dd: AT [AUTT MY T MYTF 0T Sero Survey
T g g 310t 3118 Y SNHTIshi- Yo SRS I Uy Id STl B RIAT
fAuURl 9uh I Tdl GIHD Il IRRIG A9Re Tdid R

(Natural Immunity) TR SITal 3G ol Ul R dkdl 81 27 X SIol U&HT SR
THTdT 3HTg 31 e g g et 31Te.

Link:- https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=-btDk0eS15U
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3T bl o9 e Tl Sl BRIGT A 3dc Al gERIUH
3ffYF gligd T dsid fogga A THR Ui gd e e
) 7ed fg =77t 9ie.

Link: https://drive.google.com/file/d/1 DsfKgibY ddygNo-
fONSyrXKnO9erx01Y/view

26. PRIl TG I STeid! UdibR Ukl a1 3 Afe=ITad Jud 31
Lancet 7 3T 3gdTdld THG i 36

Link: https://www.businesstoday.in/coronavirus/story/astrazeneca-covid-

vaccine-protection-wanes-after-three-months-lancet-study-316348-2021-12-21

27. AT HIUAT! [AHTTGI fARINT FHIAT Domain Expert TiA1 S
SIS =1 IUYaddardd HIUide! UHd, ARG d TYddid HRUI fedd s,
&R SISl YdldbR kil gl b 7 fGadd fedhd fdhdl RIS URUM ¢
3 Pl Sldcy=dl GINYATT 3HTecsd AT HIfgd! 3B,

(1) Negative Vaccine Efficacy - Dr. Paul Alexander sounds

the alarm

Source: The Desert Review

Link:https://www.thedesertreview.com/opinion/columnists/negative-

vaccine-efficacy---dr-paul-alexander-sounds-the-alarm/article 2226ec36-

acb6-11ec-8772-03a7ae44197e.html

Published on: Mar 28, 2022

(i) Ontario Study: Double Jabs Give Negative Vaccine Efficacy Against
Omicron, 95 Percent of Cases Fully Vaccinated

Source: Vision Times

Link: https://www.visiontimes.com/2022/01/10/ontario-negative-
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vaccine-efficacy-study.html

Published on: January 10, 2022

(ii) As Three More Studies Show Negative Vaccine Effectiveness, When Will
Health Authorities Face Up to What the Data is Telling Us?

Source: The Daily Sceiptic

Link:  https://dailysceptic.org/2021/12/28/as-three-more-studies-show-

negative-vaccine-effectiveness-when-will-health-authorities-face-up-to-

what-the-data-is-telling-us/
Published on: December 20, 2021, 05:30 PM

28. AP UdIp R AT STced] AT a9 o 81 fdadqun d gl
T 318 HRU g YbR U TSR Jekitdl RIS SRAYT IaRdH
JHICIRET T IHUG 0l 3T, 101 8T Ah g = guanT 3R
HTEFA 409 3fd7Td T[T 31Te. GUR UM 31T didh -l a9 Ul FgUrSl il
IRRTAT 91T Yigdiaul § 3HTe.

29. SRMUBR Trel AICI YUIR . T AT Ug, JA0N 9 Hedtar geud
8199 HUIHT Slcadradt SUdEl TRBTG] H3e- SUTHTe! d TRBRT SHUBRI
HUAR d ST i1 Siid UiedTd UTavarTe] sl 3« Rig 81d 3R,

30. HIUAlel Addd a9 HI Udal el © [GIRUIET HIde!l YRR
HIUTATR WHR] AP =T WY HIIe] I1. dd OTaar]

GfdYT UIGT™ Common Cause Vs. Union of India (2018) 5 SCC 1 UHRUI
334 fad 3 "IR-IR exd @' HIHIFHE 3T HHART 8 dHAGRYUl
a9 Uy faeme AR =1 Gayd YeR™ Iecig- d <FrTedrd Saq=H-T
DRI ST TehRI U el HTgd.

31. AT dddid GRBR] AN G Hlol YY [HSIAIGR HRuITd AUT=A] Jic
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TR 9 YR A0 Idid 9 Jd1dd 9Taid JAledid 90T Hddidh hed
I URTTdT S-dYe 31001 TYUMTaR §Uh RS 3HTe.

32. ST - HIUIATe! WUt fdhdl HIvTdTel Wemaeri= siidslf 3T
AT 9 3fSlidrd ad T 3R e AT YUYTH dg UM I
IATATd SR bhd 38,

“8. Central Government itself issued guidelines for not

giving Covid vaccines to the person with allergies :-

Affidavit dated 21.02.2022 by Shri Satyendra Singh working
as Under Secretary COVID Vaccination Administration Cell
(MoHFW) before Delhi High Court in the case of R. S.
Bhargava Vs. Government of NCT of Delhi Writ Petition (C)
No. 2033 of 2022 , reads thus;

“9. It is respectfully submitted that the directions and
guidelines. released by Government of India and
Ministry of Health and family Welfare, do not entail

forcible vaccination.

10. It is respectfully submitted that the Ministry of Health
and Family Welfare has advised and duly advertised
following  conditions as contraindications from

administration of Covid-19 vaccine:

(A) With history of anaphylactic or allergic reaction to a

previous dose of COVID-19 vaccine and its ingredients.

(B) A suspected or confirmed case of thromboembolic
phenomenon following first dose of any of the COVID-

'19 vaccines.
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(C) History of immediate or delayed-onset anaphylaxis
or allergic reaction requiring hospitalization to vaccines
or injectable therapies, pharmaceutical products, food-

items and insect sting elc.

11. It is further respectfully submitted that maximum
benefit of getting the COVID vaccine is for those who
have co morbidities. However, if such persons are
concerned for any specific reason, they may consult their

doctor and follow his/her advice.”

33. T3 ¥l AICHT BUIR . § T 3M1eY 8 T Mol I HRUMR 3G
RGP 800% TIDH TH YU TeRaK(l he- Iid Siid YIRTd Urequar
d YD (=1 U UhR 318,

34. HIUIATe! HdT fdhar gfauimat axiie UHTUGE AT AUR A aTead B
QA 3HTefT Geild a3 a UYTFe! Jaied <Al aRad bd 3Te.

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/1 XHyQygkNpKKwh8i1ICzxGhrSvk 1 IMbw
VW/view

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/19b2d16JaMdNXH7uWF0ZW17d68UOUS
B5g/view?usp=sharing

35. PO Ral Pe AT AHBRUMAT MsSds-~d 301 HZRTY

AT Additional Director of Health Services, State Family Welfare
Bureau, Pune T {3, 28.06.2022 oit factedn e [IR SR REIENIES)

A Sugreel el a9t Siiadul gRuTH FiffldedaR &l Sadirl!
THATATIR (Informed Consent)mwmwmwww

3T WY HTUGT 3Te. [Montgomery Vs. Lanarkshire Health Board [2015]
UKSC 11].
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“Law of Informed Consent as has been laid down by the
Government of India under Disaster Management Act, 2005

is as under,

The relevant paras from guidelines and affidavit
dated13.01.2022 before Supreme Court in the case of Evara
Foundation Vs. Union of India Writ Petition (Civil) No. 580
of 2021 reads thus;

“13. It is humbly submitted that the directions and
guidelines released by Government of India and Ministry
of Health and Family Welfare, do not envisage any
forcible vaccination without obtaining consent of the
concerned individual. It is further humbly submitted that
vaccination for COVID-19 is of larger public interest in
view of the ongoing pandemic situation. It is duly
advised, advertised and communicated through various
print and social media platforms that all citizens should
get vaccinated and systems and processes have been
designed to facilitate the same. However, no person can

be forced to be vaccinated against their wishes.

19. Counselling before vaccination: It is humbly
submitted that Government of India has formulated
Operational Guidelines for COVID-19 vaccination. As
per these Guidelines, all beneficiaries are to be informed
about adverse events which may occur after COVID-19

vaccine.”’

Ref: Covid-19 vaccine Operational Guidelines available at

MoHFW website at: individual's ill.
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Link:
hitps.//www.mohfw.gov.in/pdf/COVID19VaccineOG111Cha

pterl 6.pdf

f

‘The National Disaster Management Guidelines’

regarding ‘Management of Biological Disasters’ issued by

National Disaster Management Authorityof Government of

India in July 2008 is available at the following link:.

Link:- https://nidm.gov.in/PDF/guidelines/sdmp.pdf

In the said guidelines the para 10.3 at Page No. 106 reads

thus ;

“10.3. Adverse Events Following Immunization

An adverse event following immunization (AEFI) is any
untoward  medical  occurrence  which  follows
immunization, and which does not necessarily have a
causal relationship with the usage of the vaccine. The
adverse event may be any unfavorable or unintended
disease, symptom, sign or abnormal laboratory finding.
Reported adverse events can either be true adverse
events, i.e. really a result of the vaccine or immunization
process, or coincidental events that are not due to the

vaccine or immunization process but are temporally

associated with immunization.

For purposes of reporting, AEFIs can be classified as

minor, severe and serious
Minor AEF]

o Common, self l[imiting reactions
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» £.g. pain, swelling at injection site, fever, irritability,

malaise etc
Severe AEFT

o Can be disabling and rarely life threatening; do not

lead to long-term problems

» Examples of severe reactions include non-hospitalized

cases of: anaphylaxis that has recovered, high fever

(> 102 degree F), etc.

Serious AEFI

* Results in death

* Requires inpatient hospitalization

* Results in persistent or significant disability

e AEFI cluster

» Evokes significant parental/ community concern”

36. IST AR R AU 3ifd Jarae gt fa. 28 S 2022 IS
gATd WATAuHT A Suard 3 3ed &1 HIvATe! Sdddie THd U3

fecaTiRIar IiFT a9 <d1 AUIR Te!.

“1. Communication directions regarding informed consent:
State has framed a policy document in which it is directed to
Districts & Municipal corporations to take consent before

vaccination.

2. Information of side effects of vaccines before they are

vaccinated. All detailed information about covid vaccine is
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published on Cowin portal, and is visible to all.”

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/1 RMRKI xbl1szaC7mFakJGP9hnal.fpVC

TS5/view?usp=sharing

37. YR AT G-IM AIIMS Ya%R i1 fe. 5.08.2021 TSH Informed
Consent STad WTATTHATO! ATfd faei 318

“A Consent Form is a document, in which a beneficiary needs

to read, understand and sign before taking the vaccine.
This Consent Form has information such as:

1) Name and Type of Vaccine, Manufacturer

2) Route and Site of Administration, Doser

3) Risks and Benefits of Vaccination

4) Side effects if any and whom to contact and what to do in

case of any side effect

5) Any additional source of information related to the vaccine,

elc.

Thus, after reading it (Consent Form) and understanding, a
beneficiary needs to sign the document and thereafter should
get the vaccine. The beneficiary may or may not sign the

informed consent form.

Further, for the second part of the query as requested, an
Informed Consent Form for Yellow Fever is enclosed

herewith at Annexure- 'A' (01 Sheet) for your reference.”

38. H1. 3= AT WY HRIGT 39 Gl 318 Pl SR THT Ak Wi
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S TEUSId HRIAT A¥ld GSRIVIH dud- fdhdl Uedef a1 Suge il gdld
3TUH, IRBGIACR FTH S99 &9 90 YT Ured oR al araroft 3fifor
ISGR] Glel HIAETHE =1 33d!. 81 HHaUE H1 WY UHR 318,

In Registrar General Vs. State of Meghalaya 2021 SCC OnLine Megh

130, has ruled as under;

“7... Every human being of adult years and sound mind has
a right to determine what shall be done with their body’.
Thus, by use of force or through deception if an unwilling
capable adult is made to have the ‘flu vaccine would be
considered both a crime and tort or civil’ wrong”

Thus, coercive element of vaccination has, since the early
phases of the initiation of vaccination as a preventive
measure against several diseases, have been time and again
not only discouraged but also consistently ruled against by

the Courts for over more than a century.

Compulsorily administration of a vaccine without
hampering one“s right to life and liberty based on informed
choice and informed consent is one thing. However, if any
compulsory vaccination drive is coercive by its very nature

and spirit, it assumes a different proportion and character.

However, vaccination by force or being made mandatory by
adopting coercive methods, vitiates the very fundamental

purpose of the welfare attached to i1t.”

39. I GERIVITHMSS Myocarditis BId 3R @1 GAAHRE 3P TN
faRIYd: T GO TS YHTUT diéd 36
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40. THAT IAR GURUMHIHEY ddhdl (paralysis), 3Ud, dle dibs gIUl,
Guillian Barre syndrome 3 34 3{Tsiia SAsal HRUMR gRUMH 3Ted.

41. aﬁﬁﬁﬂ@' (Astrazeneca) FITﬂH% RadlHl o] (Blood Clotting) Eﬂ?
7 BId 3T RIUTCT 2 SRMT T AR 34 quTqic=ar TR
ATORUYY §dl Ul 3Tg.

Link - https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/3/15/which-countries-have-halted-

use-of-astrazenecas-covid-vaccine

42. SUF SO W fAURT 99 AR Wyyo giag »d 3 &I
DRI T gl [dh R SHIUUNT gERIUTH BId 3R ATRIG ! Slde=l
ITTRIA™ Y Uq 4.

That, recently the Health Ministry of Japan has made Following

declaration/orders on their website:
“Consent to vaccination

Although we encourage all citizens to receive the COVID-19
vaccination, it is not compulsory or mandatory. Vaccination
will be given only with the consent of the person to be
vaccinated after the information provided. Please get
vaccinated of your own decision, understanding both the
effectiveness in preventing infectious diseases and the risk of
side effects. No vaccination will be given without consent.
Please do not force anyone in your workplace or those who
around you to be vaccinated, and do not discriminate against

those who have not been vaccinated.”

Furthermore, the Government of Japan also asked the citizens to make complain

to Human Rights Division if there 1s any discrimination on the basis of
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vaccination status.

The government made companies of Covid “vaccines to warn of dangerous and
potentially deadly side effects such as myocarditis. In addition, the country 1s
reaffirming 1ts commitment to adverse event reporting requirements to ensure all

possible side effects are documented.
For more details read the article:

https://rairfoundation.com/alert-japan-places-myocarditis-warning-on-vaccines-

requires-informed-consent/

Alert: Japan Places Myocarditis Warning on 'Vaccines' - Requires Informed

Consent Amy Mek.

43. TR MY AT TTHR A9 ©UqH ATRIGHT AT 8 %) SI6l Yugry
G9Id TUH STH8R (Genocide, Mass Murder) T o1 HRId T,

44. 1 LGS YU ST [d%g SIS HRATTETE TTe ARG 79 A
daedry IRME, Ui fhdl SaR gAYl §q HRugNeEdl doled] dieiu®y
fAYTTETEd depTdid_ SR HAl IS alU giea™ied ¢, c=Nadt o
gIEeR-3A-dIw o UHTR WeR Tivl Wi JaTg el SEdT 41 eI <Y
it AT TRB AT RIS e el gl 30T A ¥R . 1 4.
g IR0 § Had AUy IiFT G- HRUGIHRIA] dhaeRRYul arTd
IRUBR B 3G T HIUATE! HICRR YR A6t 3 W0 Fiffida
gid. Tid 33l [y Hh e IUds 3Te.

45. ! NIRTUIHRT HIUGIIR HTH HRId ST JRTal 8T J1UT HIICl
Olfgd Ul HARTh 3T Pl Tl AU TRAGFHR BH 6
MDA Tl Uauer fdar Sivfiel wreiet Fifiad ait Gl Il
BT T8RS HIH B Uhd ATl AIYT TRl BIoGRT IRard!
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3RIYT TS 3T ¥ HAc] HI. Jard Ui 3394 Gl Mg,

Al gdred SOATAdE Sarangdharsingh S, Chavan UBRUMd  dabTeid
RieeTeRt 9 TRaH3! a1 QUifdRIUTd FAR dRR 3Hied did IRGIAGIIR
TSI TE B3 0 ARI ST S8 JISTaaT 3Tg.

In State of Maharashtra Vs. Sarangdharsingh S. Chavan (2011) 1 SCC 577,

it 1s ruled as under;

“66. In his opinion, Lord Denning M.R. in Metropolitan
Police Commr. [(1968) 2 OB 118 : (1968) 2 WLR 893 : (19665)
I All ER 763 (CA)] made the following observations : (OB p.
136 A-C)

“... Thold it to be the duty of the Commissioner of Police,
as it is of every chief constable, to enforce the law of the
land. He must take steps so to post his men that crimes
may be detected; and that honest citizens may go about
their affairs in peace. He must decide whether or not
suspected persons are to be prosecuted, and, if need be,
bring the prosecution or see that it is brought. But in all
these things he is not the servant of anyone, save of the
law itself. No Minister of the Crown can tell him that he
must, or must not, keep observation on this place or that,
or that he must, or must not, prosecute this man or that
one. Nor can any police authority tell him so. The
responsibility for law enforcement lies on him. He is

answerable to the law and to the law alone.”
(emphasis supplied)

47. We affirm the order of the High Court and direct that the
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instruction of the Chief Minister to the Collector dated 5-6-2006

has no warrant in law and is unconstitutional and is quashed.

64. In Jaipur  Development  Authority v. Daulat  Mal
Jain [(1997) 1 SCC 35] this Court had the occasion to examine
allotment of lands to the respondents by the Minister and the
Committee headed by the Minister. Some of the observations
made in that decision are quite relevant in the context of the

present case. Therefore, they are quoted below : (SCC pp. 45-
46, paras 11-12 & 14)

“11. The Minister holds public office though he gets
constitutional status and performs functions under the
Constitution, law or executive policy. The acts done and
duties performed are public acts or duties as the holder of
public office. Therefore, he owes certain accountability for
the acts done or duties performed. In a democratic society
ooverned by the rule of law, power is conferred on the

holder of the public office or the authority concerned by the
Constitution_by virtue of appointment. The holder of the
office, therefore, gets opportunity to abuse or misuse the
office. The politician who holds public office must perform
public duties with the sense of purpose, and a sense of
direction, under rules or sense of priorities. The purpose
must be genuine in a free democratic society governed by the

rule of law to further socio-economic democracy. ...

[2. ... If the Minister, in fact, is responsible for all the
detailed workings of his department, then clearly ministerial
responsibility must cover a wider spectrum than mere moral
responsibility : for no Minister can possibly get acquainted with

all the detailed decisions involved in the working of his
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department. ...

koK

14. The so-called public policy cannot be a camouflage for
abuse of the power and trust entrusted with a public authority
or public servant for the performance of public duties. Misuse
implies doing of something improper. The essence of
impropriety is replacement of a public motive for a private one.
When satisfaction sought in the performance of duties is for
mutual personal gain, the misuse is usually termed as
corruption. The holder of a public office is said to have misused
his position when in pursuit of a private satisfaction, as
distinguished from public interest, he has done something which
he ought not to have done. The most elementary qualification
demanded of a Minister is honesty and incorruptibility. He
should not only possess these qualifications but should also

appear to possess the same.”

(emphasis supplied)

67. In Porter v. Magill [(2002) 2 AC 357 : (2002) 2 WLR 37 :
(2002) 1 All ER 465 (HL)] the House of Lords upheld the
decision of the District Auditor who had opined that certain
Ministers of Westminster's City Council had used their powers
to increase the number of owners/occupiers in marginal wards
for the purpose of encouraging them to vote for the Conservative
Party in future elections. The House of Lords held that although
the powers under which the Council could dispose of the land
was very broad, and although, elected politicians were entitled
to act in a manner which would earn the gratitude and support
of their electorate, they could act only to pursue a “public

purpose for which the power was conferred”’, but the purpose of
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securing electoral advantage for the Conservative Party was no

such “public purpose”.

68. At this stage, I may also refer to the following portion of the
preface to 1964 paperback edition of the book titled The Modern

State by Maciver:

“The State has no finality, but human nature is as stable as
human needs, and what human beings need from government —
if we think not of the few, but of men generally, men as social
beings — is the same under all conditions. These are liberties
secured by restraints, justice under law, order that provides
opportunity, the economy of the good life. The modes of
satisfying these needs change with the changing conditions. To
satisfy any need whatever, even the most spiritual, a modicum
of power is necessary, for power is simply the effective control
of means. From the beginning of human history government has
been recognized as the overall holder and regulator of power,
maintaining order by limiting all other expressions of power and
thereby turning permitted powers into rights. In that concept lay
the rudiments of the principles of government. In every age men
have sought to clarify the application of these principles to the
changing times. In every age the abuse of power by governments
has led to disasters and uprisings, oppressions and vainglorious
wars, and sometimes to experiments in the control of power,
seeking to make it responsible, or more responsible, subject in
some manner to the will of the people, of the majority or those

who represented them.”

33. From the communication of the Collector containing the
instructions of the then Chief Minister, Mr Vilasrao Deshmukh,

it is clear that the Chief Minister was aware of various
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complaints being filed against the said family. Even then he
passed an order for special treatment in favour of the said family
which is unknown to law. This was obviously done to protect the
Sananda family from the normal legal process and a special
procedure was directed to be adopted in respect of criminal

complaints filed against them.

34. In other words, the Chief Minister wanted to give the
members of the said family a special protection which is not
available to other similarly placed persons. It is clear from the
Collector's order dated 5-6-2006 where the Chief Minister's
instructions were quoted that the Chief Minister was acting
solely on political consideration to screen the family of the MLA

from the normal process of law.

35. As Judges of this Court, it is our paramount duty to maintain

the rule of law and the constitutional norms of equal protection.
36. We cannot shut our eyes to the stark realities.

38. This being the ground reality, as the Chief Minister of the
State and as holding a position of great responsibility as a high
constitutional functionary, Mr Vilasrao Deshmukh certainly
acted beyond all legal norms by giving the impugned directions
to the Collector to protect members of a particular family who
are dealing in moneylending business from the normal process
of law. This amounts to bestowing special favour to some chosen
few at the cost of the vast number of poor people who as farmers
have taken loans and who have come to the authorities of law
and order to register their complaints against torture and
atrocities by the moneylenders. The instructions of the Chief
Minister will certainly impede their access to legal redress and

bring about a failure of the due process.



39. The aforesaid action of the Chief Minister is completely
contrary to and inconsistent with the constitutional promise of
equality and also the Preambular resolve of social and
economic justice. As the Chief Minister of the State Mr
Deshmukh has taken a solemn oath of allegiance to the
Constitution but the directions which he gave are wholly
unconstitutional and seek to subvert the constitutional norms of

equality and social justice.

41. Records disclosed in this case show that out of 74 cases only
in seven cases charge-sheets were filed and the rest of the cases
were either compromised or withdrawn. How can poor farmers
sustain their complaints in the face of such directions and how
can the subordinate police officers carry on investigation
ignoring such instructions of the Chief Minister? Therefore, the
instructions of the Chief Minister have completely subverted the

rule of law.

46. This Court is extremely anguished to see that such an
instruction could come from the Chief Minister of a State which
is governed under a Constitution which resolves to constitute
India into a socialist, secular, democratic republic. The Chief
Minister's instructions are so incongruous and anachronistic,
being in defiance of all logic and reason, that our conscience is

deeply disturbed. We condemn the same in no uncertain terms.

48. We dismiss this appeal with costs of Rs. 10,00,000 (rupees
ten lakhs) to be paid by the appellant in favour of the
Maharashtra State Legal Services Authority. This fund shall be
earmarked by the Authority to help the cases of poor farmers.

Such costs should be paid within a period of six weeks from date.
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52... Every citizen must do his duty towards the nation as well
as the fellow citizens because unless everyone does his duty, it
is not possible to achieve the goals of equality and justice

enshrined in the Preamble.

53. Part IV-A of the Constitution was enacted with a fond hope
that every citizen will honestly play his role in building of a
homogeneous society in which every Indian will be able to live
with dignity without having to bother about the basics like food,
clothing, shelter, education, medical aid and the nation will
constantly march forward and will take its place of pride in the

comity of nations.

56. Article 164 lays down that.

“164. Other provisions as to Ministers.—(1)The Chief
Minister shall be appointed by the Governor and the other
Ministers shall be appointed by the Governor on the advice of
the Chief Minister, and the Ministers shall hold office during the

pleasure of the Governor.”

Article 164(3) lays down that the Governor shall before a
Minister enters upon his office, administer to him the oath of
office and secrecy according to the form set out in the Third

Schedule, in terms of which, the Minister is required to take oath

that he shall discharge his duties in accordance with the

Constitution and the law without fear or favour, affection or

il will. However, the cases involvin ervasive misuse o

public office for private gains, which have come to light in the
last few decades tend to shake the peoples’ confidence and one

Is constrained to think that India has freed itself from British

colonialism only to come in the grip of a new class, which tries
to rule on the same colonial principles. Some members of the
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political class who are entrusted with greater responsibilities
and who take oath to do their duties in accordance with the
Constitution and the law without fear or favour, affection or ill
will, have by their acts and omissions demonstrated that they

have no respect for a system based on the rule of law.

57. The judegment of the Constitution Bench in C.S.
Rowjee v. State of A.P. [AIR 1964 SC 962 : (1964) 6 SCR 330]
is an illustration of the misuse of public office by the Chief
Minister for political gain. The schemes framed by the
Government of Andhra Pradesh under Chapter IV-A of the
Motor Vehicles Act, 1939 for nationalisation of motor transport
in certain areas of Kurnool District of Andhra Pradesh were
challenged by filing writ petitions under Article 226 of the
Constitution. The High Court repelled the challenge to the
validity of the schemes and also negatived the argument that the
same were vitiated due to mala fides of the then Chief Minister
of the State. This Court allowed the appeals and quashed the
scheme and declared that the schemes are invalid and cannot be
enforced. While examining the issue of mala fide exercise of
power, the Constitution Bench stuck a note of caution by
observing that allegations of mala fides and of improper motives
on the part of those in power are frequently made and sometimes
without any foundation and, therefore, it is the duty of the Court
to scrutinise those allegations with care so as to avoid being in

any manner influenced by them if they are not well founded.

58. The Courtin C.S. Rowjee [AIR 1964 SC 962 : (1964) 6 SCR
330/ then noted that the scheme was originally framed by the

Corporation on the recommendations of  the

Anantharamakrvishnan Committee, but was modified at the
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asking of the Chief Minister so that his opponents may be
prejudicially affected and proceeded to observe : (AIR pp. 972-
73, paras 28-30)

“28. ... The first matter which stands out prominently in this
connection is the element of time and the sequence of dates. We
have already pointed out that the Corporation had as late as
March 1962 considered the entire subject and had accepted the
recommendation of the Anantharamakrishnan Committee as to
the order in which the transport in the several districts should
be nationalised and had set these out in their administration
report for the three year period 1958 to 1961. It must, therefore,
be taken that every factor which the Anantharamakrishnan
Committee had considered relevant and material for
determining the order of the districts had been independently
investigated, examined and concurred in, before those
recommendations were approved. It means that up to March-
April 1962 a consideration of all the relevant factors had led the
Corporation to a conclusion identical with that of the
Anantharamakrishnan Committee. The next thing that happened
was a conference of the Corporation and its officials with the
Chief Minister on 19-4-1962. The proceedings of the conference
are not on the record nor is there any evidence as to whether
any record was made of what happened at the conference. But
we have the statement of the Chief Minister made on the floor of
the State Assembly in which he gave an account of what
transpired between him and the Corporation and its officials.
We have already extracted the relevant portions of that speech
from which the following points emerge : (1) that the Chief
Minister claimed a right to lay down rules of policy for the

guidance of the Corporation and, in fact, the learned Advocate
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General submitted to us that under the Road Transport
Corporation Act, 1950, the Government had a right to give
directions as to policy to the Corporation; (2) that the policy
direction that he gave related to and included the order in which
the districts should be taken up for nationalisation,; and (3) that
applying the criteria that the districts to be nationalised should
be contiguous to those in which nationalised services already
existed, Kurnool answered this test better than Chittoor and he
applying the tests he laid down, therefore suggested that instead
of Chittoor, Kurnool should be taken up next. One matter that
emerges from this is that it was as a result of policy decision
taken by the Chief Minister and the direction given to the
Corporation that Kurnool was taken up for nationalisation next
after Guntur. It is also to be noticed that if the direction by the
Chief Minister, was a policy decision, the Corporation was
under the law bound to give effect to it (vide Section 34 of the
Road Transport Corporation Act, 1950). We are not here
concerned with the question whether a policy decision
contemplated by Section 34 of the Road Transport Act could
relate to a matter which under Section 68-C of the Act is left to
the unfettered discretion and judgment of the Corporation,
where that is the State undertaking, or again whether or not the
policy decision has to be by a formal government order in
writing for what is relevant is whether the materials placed
before the Court establish that the Corporation gave effect to it
as a direction which they were expected to and did obey. If the
Chief Minister was impelled by motives of personal ill will
against the road transport operators in the western part of
Kurnool and he gave the direction to the Corporation to change

the order of the districts as originally planned by them and
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instead take up Kurnool first in order to prejudicially affect his
political opponents, and the Corporation carried out his
directions it does not need much argument to show that the
resultant scheme framed by the Corporation would also be
vitiated by mala fides notwithstanding the interposition of the

semi-autonomous Corporation.

29. ... If in these circumstances the appellants allege that
whatever views the Corporation entertained they were
compelled to or gave effect to the wishes of the Chief Minister,
it could not be said that the same is an unreasonable inference
from facts. It is also somewhat remarkable that within a liftle
over two weeks from this conference by its resolution of 4-5-
1962, the Corporation dropped Nellore altogether, a district
which was contiguous to Guntur and proceeded to take up the
nationalisation of the routes of the western part of Kurnool
District and were able to find reasons for taking the step. It is
also worthy of note that in the resolution of 4-5-1962, of the
Corporation only one reason was given for preferring Kurnool
to Nellore, namely, the existence of a depot at Kurnool because
the other reason given, namely, that Kurnool was contiguous to
an area of nationalised transport equally applied to Nellore and,
in fact, this was one of the criteria on the basis of which the
Anantharamakrishnan Committee itself decided the order of

priority among the districts. ...

30. ... What the Court is concerned with and what is relevant
to the enquiry in the appeals is not whether theoretically or on
a consideration of the arguments for and against, now advanced
the choice of Kurnool as the next district selected for
nationalisation of transport was wise or improper, but a totally

different question whether this choice of Kurnool was made by
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the Corporation as required by Section 68-C or, whether this
choice was in fact and in substance, made by the Chief Minister,
and implemented by him by utilising the machinery of the
Corporation as alleged by the appellants. On the evidence
placed in the case we are satisfied that it was as a result of the
conference of 19-4-1962, and in order to give effect to the wishes
of the Chief Minister expressed there, that the schemes now

impugned were formulated by the Corporation.”

(emphasis supplied)

60... Under the Cabinet system of Government the Chief
Minister occupies a position of pre-eminence and he virtually

carries on the governance of the State.

Neither the Chief Minister nor the Minister for Cooperation
or Industries had the power to arrogate to himself the statutory

functions.

The action of the Chief Minister meant the very negation of

the beneficial measures contemplated by the Act.

62. In Shivajirao  Nilangekar  Patil v. Mahesh  Madhav
Gosavi [(1987) 1 SCC 227] the question considered by this
Court was whether the marks awarded to the daughter of the
appellant, who was at the relevant time the Chief Minister of the
State of Maharashtra had been changed at his instance or to

please him.

63. This Court in Shivajirao Patil [(1987) 1 SCC 227]
extensively considered the matter, referred to some of the

precedents and observed : (SCC p. 253, paras 50-51)

“50. There is no question in this case of giving any clean chit

to the appellant in the first appeal before us. It leaves a great
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deal of suspicion that tampering was done to please Shri Patil
or at his behest. It is true that there is no direct evidence. It is
also true that there is no evidence to link him up with tampering.
Tampering is established. The relationship is established. The
reluctance to face a public enquiry is also apparent. Apparently
Shri Patil, though holding a public office does not believe that
‘Caesar's wife must be above suspicion’. The erstwhile Chief
Minister in respect of his conduct did not wish or invite an
enquiry to be conducted by a body nominated by the Chief
Justice of the High Court. The facts disclose a sorry state of
affairs. Attempt was made to pass the daughter of the erstwhile
Chief Minister, who had failed thrice before, by tampering the
record. The person who did it was an employee of the
Corporation. It speaks of a sorry state of affairs and though
there is no distinction between comment and a finding and there
is no legal basis for such a comment, we substitute the

observations made by the aforesaid observations as herein.

531. This Court cannot be oblivious that there has been a
steady decline of public standards or public morals and public
morale. It is necessary to cleanse public life in this country
along with or even beforecleaning the physical atmosphere. The
pollution in our values and standards in (sic is) an equally grave
menace as the pollution of the environment. Where such

Situations cry out the courts should not and cannot remain mute

and dumb.”

(emphasis supplied)

64... The essence of impropriety is replacement of a public
motive for a private one. When satisfaction sought in the
performance of duties is for mutual personal gain, the misuse is

usually termed as corruption.



67. In Porter v. Magill [(2002) 2 AC 357 : (2002) 2 WLR 37 :
(2002) I All ER 465 (HL)] the House of Lords upheld the
decision of the District Auditor who had opined that certain
Ministers of Westminster's City Council had used their powers
to increase the number of owners/occupiers in marginal wards
for the purpose of encouraging them to vote for the Conservative
Party in future elections. The House of Lords held that although
the powers under which the Council could dispose of the land
was very broad, and although, elected politicians were entitled
to act in a manner which would earn the gratitude and support
of their electorate, they could act only 8 but the purpose of

securing electoral advantage for the Conservative Party was no

such “public purpose”.

70. The camouflage of sophistry used by Shri Vilasrao
Deshmukh in the instructions given by him and the affidavit filed

before this Court is clearly misleading.

71... In total disregard of the scheme of the Act, the Chief
Minister gave instructions which had the effect of frustrating the
object of the legislation enacted for protection of the farmers.
The instructions given by the Chief Minister to District
Collector, Buldhana were ex facie ultra vires the provisions of
the Act which do not envisage any role of the Chief Minister in
cases involving violation of the provisions of the Act and
amounted to an unwanted interference with the functioning of

the authorities entrusted with the task of enforcing the Act.”

46. T! AT YUIR . ¢ 8 B © public servant STHYGH T U TMHT A9

Jfe! HIal M1 HiAUM TIR B HRUR T SadeR HUBR] SR

fag gd A

ol. U IRT UBR 8T HUINHT a3l GRT ST 10T a9 hy=ai-l
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Hicdiadt UG TRBIICET UigdaudT 3iedr Wy fogd Id.

47. U IRETHT fdbdT A1, TU=HAT I b1 i ) Sl STeRa&i
1 3 DIUdal e feeral ARl &l Tad SITReddT (AT SR Fel
3TFOT A= 31 ST 31 SHTAGRIR AT ToRI WEUTE e hdl 3Te.

A1, Tdid ITaTAad™ Promotee Telecom Engg. Forum Vs. D.S. Mathur (2008)

11 SCC 571 UHRUId WY HTIGT 339 fadll 3MTe T TG gebia 3 AUl
g1 ggT THR =T BIdl.

48. IUd Fd I AT 3Ta! Y HIIGT X Gl 3118 D il hral,
ATdid dRdal d aied grareared] MRl 3y dhadd Alel =AY

STETIGR UGTIaR AldhrIaR 90l IgUMSl 3 i<l HId®Ril Wes Ul 3 d
I Terdl UTR g1,

49. HRIAT &t fafdy gaiRumdT @ifgdt 9d AT 9 a9 gom=

TABIAl QU g AUl daHMgA M1 d@iar SadeR! g adiaredd
HITde! ATHAM ATACQUIAT YBRT T HHAIA HHATIE! 8. [Airdale

NHS Trust Vs. Bland (1993) 1 All ER 821, Montgomery Vs. Lanarkshire
Health Board [2015] UKSC 11, Master Haridaan Kumar v. Union of India

2019 SCC OnLine Del 11929]

50. TS 3TN SUTH IRHRT Hild STER0 HRId,

51. THIAT TURIUMHET Afed! 9 odl Ry dugd 3refde Afedr g
HIAUfhgR o9 JoId: IRETT 318 3T WieT YIR Hod HRIFT d4did S

U Al -1 WedTed R fdhdl qaTd 3100l 81 ISR Wyl -8 gsdl
g Gafdrd 3fUBR g Sided g T HIUTS SUITY gl UTH 3dTd. [Registrar

General Vs. State of Meghalaya 2021 SCC OnLine Megh 130, Ajay Gautam
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Vs. Amritsar Eve Clinc 2010 SCC OnLine NCDR 96]

52. 3{TUIT AGRITYH HBTAGT 2005 T HAH 55 TIR AT ANH 1T HfAHTAM
8T ol TR T HHATaardd 9d SHfYeR! 7 alky g ey um adra.

“55. Offences by Departments of the Government.—

(1) Where an offence under this Act has been committed by
any Department of the Government, the head of the
Department shall be deemed to be guilty of the offence and
shall be liable to be proceeded against and punished
accordingly unless he proves that the offence was committed
without his knowledge or that he exercised all due diligence

to prevent the commission of such offence.”

53. T YUGIHRIdl Gald SQUIRITST DIvdlgl Al IE- 8 HRd
ISgYCHT BAH 14, 19, 21 I Icad 334,

|Feroze Mithiborwala Vs. State of Maharashtra 2022 SCC OnLine Bom 457,

Jacob Puliyel Vs. Union of India 2022 SCC OnLine Bom 533, Re Dinthar
Incident Vs. State of Mizoram 2021 SCC OnLine Gau 1313, Madan Mili Vs.

UOI 2021 SCC OnLine Gau 1503 ]

54, HERTY AT deblei Y Hicd 1. WdRM e id 38 MG A,
oz 3 T RS 9 dhRIGRIR ST SgR Pl 318 d I

A T Id AT AR Udd 3MTed. [Feroze Mithiborvala Vs. State of
Maharashtr and ors. 2022 SCC OnLine Bom 3547}

55. T1. Gag I TRATAATAT GRS 3T HIARH P Jid IRBTICRIR
MRS T ANRGHT TR a9 ©rdl arTe fbar S a9 A
UdedTHo HIUTATe! AU fhdl aarRIiuRgT dfeid eE drTd o 9d
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AR & ARG g . UaRM $e grarmb gy JHaH HRUTs WUy

U 3Ted. [S. Nambi Narayanan Vs. Siby Mathews, (2018) 10 SCC 804,
Veena Sippy Major Vs. Naravan Dumbre 2012 SCC OnLine Bom 339.]

56. 4. TR AIERAT gl W DIcT ¥ JHUH HRURITA! i
3 AATAATd RId ! 3118, [CIVIL PIL No. (St.) 6218 of 2022

57. 3MTUI FTRITYT HTAGT, 2005 T FAH 51(b) TIR SR s IRDBRAI

Mexfdeg Sa &M & 38d d d e AN T6R foar a) deeid
HYDHR] B &Y g gl

“51. Punishment for obstruction, etc.-
Whoever without reasonable cause-

(b) refuses to comply with any direction given by or on
behalf of the Central Government or the State Government
or the National Executive Committee or the State Executive

Committee or the District Authority under this Act, shall on

conviction be punishable with imprisonment for a term
which may extend to one year or with fine, or with both, and
if such obstruction or refusal to comply with directions
results in loss of lives or imminent danger thereof, shall on
conviction be punishable with imprisonment for a term
which may extend to two years.”

58. T QUId: QRIEd 3MTe 31 WieT TaR Ho- fdhdl dld -1 oY Sudry §1ed
Hograrel fafay e Faw sHfdea e ArRdreiRad, o9 ©dt drTet
3 fhal SR 3Yal HHAUDH T9 SUaTd 3Tl 3d o g1 Hield
TR 81 3. HTOT SR 1 YUI=] Aok a1 §og a9 AT gSIRUMTHTHSS el
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A 1T GAUET 9 AT TR 81 a9 U1 Bl Jigdiquarard] Hul
ST T RT3 HTEHd 302, 115, 120(B), 420, 409, 52, 109, 304-A, 304, 116,
168 TG HAHISTIT BT GARI 813 QIS Fgds (WIRi) fdar Sdy
(3MTSi1d HRIAN) =T TRI8T 51 Uhd.

59. 3R YHRH! U dehR HERIVTE T Ta HaRH e, Gag < UIfere

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/10we7Ty91hDr1 Vid6y7RIrmMt39BUul C

X/view?usp=sharing

60. H1. Taled AT WY HIIGT 397 fadl 318 I, BISGR] Held
RIUTT Ude fdhar sruel Had HRUR Id SHYBRI 9 HHARI o Held "dal
I ST 3Rdd dilel 9d USRI § 7 3R sdaard e a=
NG

In Raman Lal Vs State 2001 Cri.L J 800, it 1s ruled as under;

“Conspiracy— LP.C. Sec. 120 (B) — Apex court made it clear
that an inference of conspiracy has to be drawn on the basis
of circumstantial evidence only because it becomes difficult
to get direct evidence on such issue — The offence can only
be proved largely from the inference drawn from acts or
illegal ommission committed by them in furtherance of a
common design — Once such a conspiracy is proved, act of
one conspirator becomes the act of the others — A Co-
conspirator who joins subsequently and commits overt acts
in furtherance of the conspiracy must also be held liable —

Proceeding against accused cannot be quashed.’’

61. T YA R DRIFT INMUR DIUdg] WHAD TRE&U ATel. Glal S
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Jdciedi[l DRI 8Id hdl d dl Sddl DRIF H% Ydhdl. a9d T4d G
SISl Udaidl el HRFK T9R Ui $% Udhdl. AR GOl dldh
IRefd ATeld. IEEd URd WRPRA Ihls d YR fodd Jdia 9 3=
A 3G TGl ER'Ia @iid feidh aR IUdTsy 3178, [Jacob Puliyel Vs.

Union of India 2022 SCC OnLine Bom 3533, Re: Dinthar 2021 SCC OnLine
Gau 1313, Madan Milli 2021 SCC OnLine Gau 1503, Registrar General Vs.
State of Meghalaya 2021 SCC OnLine Megh 130, Osbert Khaling Vs. State
of Manipur and Ors. 2021 SCC OnLine Mani 234]

Link:1.https://drive.google.com/file/d/1mS50cOytxp1jyAHpyzHV -
Gt2KAOBNOnSk/view?usp=sharing

2.https://drive.google.com/file/d/1PEFS3VmPMr4P7kKt8JQeNMOQbcZtYHAa

Y /view?usp=sharing

3.https://drive.google.com/file/d/129Rd9k Y FInKez82ZDY xwgAw600ohndK2b/

view?usp=sharing

4.https://drive.google.com/file/d/1 cLKR3LutxomKX3BbmalBwQ9S{UhdvIJQ/

view2usp=sharing

62. Thdd fBdX Hed AHD THT I3 YT JdhTH Y UdedrAT i arIrA
3{Td I G =T GERIUTHER ATedries Jd b Al 3Tg- o JRi&d
I W AR HRUMN e UG aiRal, B1 6l Sil JIHTUI T8
oI YUTTHTA! GaTd S{UTT3T ¥oid U T3t oY YUl §Y9h R Gl
JHTIGRIR 90 IIIUR HERIYTE Yo7 Hied YR & ¢, HETUIfeidhT Sigdd
shdl dad, YU HIHul, a9 AT Hu- 3TeR YAl 3felfaIurd &e
T AU, g1 UMD 19 AITHTAT g9 UaNT A Uil BIIGRITS HRul
3Tel TeaNTa! HIEA 52, 115, 302, 420, 409, 120(B), 109, 34 T 3{TUxi!
IIRITI HTAG] d HAH 51(b), 55 3Tl HAHIAd HRATS T3 Y GRId
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Bl T8, [WP/6159/2021]

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/10we7Ty91hDr1 Vid6y7RIrmMt39BUul C

X/view?usp=sharing

63. Ifeud AfSHd HIRIEE o Ud 3fe0el &.%. UATd g faeaiidid 60

1. https://www.ndtv.com/india-news/dr-kk-aggarwal-ex-chief-of-india-medical-

association-ima-dies-of-covid-19-coronavirus-2443827

2.  https://theprint.in/health/at-least-60-delhi-doctors-have-died-in-2nd-covid-

wave-families-are-left-to-pick-up-pieces/661353/

64. TTHIAT GURIUTATHeS o HUMATET Sild &g, RIebdl. AT dfgequr,
JYNTATY, TYSYUI, I NS (Blood Clotting) 38 TTHR g Sifaeol guiomy
g1 Y.

ST SATATIId 20,000 Y&T SR Aleh AT o a1 gSIRUMHHE SITell 3Tg.
HRMT G AT gRUMTHTS AR UTdéedl Glidb ! Alfed! UMl daH-gaTd
JHTRITd STaRIT Wieitd feiep d¥ Iuds 3{Ted.

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/1uikcl1a6 KDzUxXx7HNLriwallNJRtOD Y

P/view?usp=sharing

HOO] IO JOIO [Hbh IR Yoy 35,
Link: https://dailyexpose.co.uk/2021/06/24/crimes-against-humanity-uk-

government-release-2 1 st-report-on-adverse-reactions-to-the-covid-vaccines/

65. ST AT HRIFT BIgA N7 3Te fdhal i HRIAT [AWTuRT Judh 31T
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3T o I Faid STRd GRI&d 3G AT HRIAT Bl ehd ATal, d BRI
UOR &% Z[dhd Ale] [hdl d DRIFAM TS 2dd Alel. Al TdlbRI! g

PRI SHIUET 27 GSTUST SR WHTAT 9 TUIHR] 3Rd. 32T BB & qUl
TEUTS! BT YT 3 IS ATl IRRY IHIH 819, 2dhd. GURIUTH 8ig
Hdld. 32T BIhi-! &F 7 YU Y 378, Tdiad AIIMS o Epidemiologist

1. Toild I d SR SHTURIG Sided d R fafae 2Ny u3 Sues! 38,

Link: i) https://youtu.be/-btDk0eS15U

ii) https://awakenindiamovement.com/

iii)https://drive.google.com/file/d/1 Cvzwu-
1xnKbij0pnk6px LxSHScqOwTWOF/view?usp=sharing

66. T AfdNad ST Blh il IRRT BIRIATGRIY UfdP RIS (Antibodies)
JOR G138 AT HRIAT SET Clinical Trial d®T ATEUATHE
HeHIId HUGd 3G dogd BUH Il &F <did JUR Alel 8 AR

CRIECATRERC

67. HRIAT TUIIIRIGd BRIFRI deUdldbsidl 3dlal 3fHdk UHME! g
GURIUMY Xgd SUAR IUdsY 38,

68. TARNTUAY:- 3TV HATCTAT National Institute of Naturopathy, Pune Tl
ST, fayey Aret i fderear FaRudi SU=R UG @ I sfgHeT R 3did
SUAR halaR UT Gdd B HRIFT dR Qoo Tokh YHTAT 1Y BVl GERIUIH
7 Bl I9d HIUds! 944 7 TTddl T HRIFT B0 §-1 Bl eIl Hedla
IR hdl 3R T UGl dUR HRIAT ST HRUATHRIAT BRGNS THTG!
RIPRY Pt 38,

1 RIGRIATAT G HRT WTeTdyH0l 38
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The observations of National Institute of Naturopathy, Pune are as under;

“The enquiry report submitted by National Institute of
Naturopathy of Ministry of AYUSH, Government of India

regarding result of successful treatment of Covid-19 patients

without any side effects.

This is a report of some initial data gathered across a single
center of Ahmednagar district; where people availed only
Naturopathy treatment voluntarily for a week’s time period

from their day of COVID confirmation and were successfully

treated.

None of the cases took any medication for long term due to

other systemic illnesses- like Diabetes, HTN or arthritis efc.
None of the cases took any medication for COVID.

No case reported of any untoward incident or adverse

reaction to their fasting experience in Nature cure regime.”

Link:https://drive.google.com/file/d/11THtgezBUzoRRdGnQq1f1975kx2hLolQK/

view?usp=sharing

69. SI. 9>y et g1 IUMMHE Wad Hosidl 39 d (Fluid Diet) T

TSI AR PRI 0T ORI &R e QR1d 3HTed. i1 AR fdbar JIRrd
LTI TR PIUds! (Y T,

70. 3¢ U3 WRPR 9 3= AIATSATdWw YHTUIG STHIIAT gid Sgdfed
3NYY:-

70.1. 3¢ UG AG gdaay 4l smHe IiFt (A), (B) 4 (K) @™
MYdiee M AU TUR Hd ATgR HI0de! QR = gidl
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P RIFTHT ST 31 o 38, o N9 Ahd IS 33,

70.2. T VYT ITURTST BRI AT A] ST HIUITET d TTaR IRBRY
YR TIIh g ddl ST T HoT.

AMRIYTT I TSI AU 8l$H- TSI ARSI T
LTI THTIH AT qUIIUATT 3Meal o,

70.3. RHRA I TSI JTYTF X B B, d 3NYY IRRTGR HI0TdT6!
GURIUMH &Hd A8l

70.4. IR I TATSIA . ST TAT AT SNVHUTER HRIFTAT SN
SO HROTE! IRAFT @l 9 PRI AHUBT=H] IiaT HTHIG
SHSYD] &WUlzl'a 3121 dibig fd@l. d 32T Ponnekanti Mallikarjuna

Rao Vs. State of Andhra Pradesh, rep. by its Chief Secretary to
Government 2021 SCC OnLine AP 2171, TIR YHTRId S 375,

Link :

https://drive.google.com/file/d/1bwLsa7ThOKRLJTp9azEYzciTOUp QO

Ohz /view?usp=sharing

71. RN ST FAH 51 (A) TIR SUTAIA AP Siiard  TRBRI
HTTH &0 B0, YFIR G T R0l ARSI, A TRGRHR
JUSHIG M0 g i1 fRI&T S0 IR Had HI- 8 d ARG
o] 3. ATH NGl ARTRG ! YT FHIIGR W TR 3MTe! e

UGN BRI 3T HrAe] Al Jdid FATed 3394 fGdl 318, [Aniruddha
Bahal Vs. State 2010 SCC OnLine Del 3365, Indirect Tax Practitioners’

Association Vs. R.K. Jain (2010) 8 SCC 281]
72. YYD R JHD ' 8 [ R] WaR=UTd, Jd ARG SI1d UiaTd 9T
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30T IR SHTICRIR Y HI. Fdied 9 3 ATl TSR SIFHTT
PR 3HTg.

73. TR AT ACTIGR UMY HBI0ATd Ud P AU U IRBAGINR FAd
ORId YT Id Sl AT AT 30T FTaTad LT okdl hosard.

74. TR A @ Tda 3REH 3MYUMde HIGd 52, 109, 166, 336, 409, 115,
304-A, 120 (B), 34, DI JTHTAAT HTAST 1971 T BAH 2(b), 12, T SN
HICRR BRaET 1 Yeehd LISt THa HRuTs g sifteR
SIS IR &t A feedt 3i1e At 3mqur e =,

75. d9d SR U UA& 9 HUTE Hdliged SR THET ARTRG T, TRBRI
HUART T YT G ey fhar ATl HIvds! gSRIUTH TR JTdl
30T HIIT: STTFGR Mgl ATl i Tl

Tel/-
B ?4 i: \ !i A
,4-;‘.-;;3 :,J"."- —
3[S. SHaTelt s
TS I UHd
ST IR IR

Ud AIfgdRad 9 Y T PRATGHTST HIG:-
1. |1, AU, AP Yo, ol feeh

2. |1, T <, A1, gard e, faed!
3. {1, UYFHAT, TUHEAT prATag, 9d1 feeet

4. 11 3T AT , A1, Hos 3 ey, Has
5. {1, TEAHAT, HERTY IS, HAT, Hog-32
6. 1. U GBHHAT, HERIY I, HATY, Ha5-32
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