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De(;i$i@~ @f H~il"bl~, SUp'r~m~ C@~1ft @t ~ID,@i~ i1ffi a
Wldt P~~i~i@Jjj,KC~im~ri,~l~N@~ ~S'@f200S =Li?liit.a
KmLm~lfi\flSG@Vto @f:b.P. & ors. WU:hSJLO!{~ (Chilo)
N~o5986 :of' 2006, ~~tLJP~~rlo~ No~52QO @f 2009~
Crdxn..in~l'A.pp~al N@~~4l0 O~ 2011,\& C1fhmi~nal '
Applie~lN@Qt267 of 2007andC{)lnt~mp~ petiti«}n
© No",6722 of 2008" ''.,

While disposing of the above 'referred' Writ petition,
a Bench of five Hon 'ble Judges of the Hon 'ble Bupreme Court of India
, headed by CJI has laid down directions for police with regard,' to
regiotration of FIR and conductingof preliminary enquiries. The
operative para i.e. 111 of the judgment'· dated l~ .11.2013 is
reproduced belowfor necessary action>.

':" - :..

1110 ',"t~ln,view @f the ~fc1fe~aiddi~cus~i~ni '~~ b@ld~
. .... .' , . '~.'

,,~i.Registration of FIB- is, mandatory underBection 154 of the
,'"::Code,, if ',the' .inforrnation discloses ,comfuission, of a,
, ' 'cogniz.able, offence and no preliminary inquiry is" permissible

, in such a situation, ' , " " ' ' ,
ii. If the information received 'does not .disclose a 'cognizable

offence butiridicatesthen~cessity for- an inquiry, ' a ,
.preliminary .Inquiry 'may .be conducted only' to, ascertain
" whether cognizable offence is disclosed or no(' ' "

',111. If-tfxe', inquiry-di~e~~s-~t:l=l:~eE}rn-mi-s-§-ieR--0f~a-,GGgmzahle--
offence" "the FIRmu:~t'pe' registered. , ' ,hi cases where
.preliminary inquiryendsin closing the complaint, a copy of
"the entry o(,~-qc1:l',:~iostirem.ust be' .supplied to the first
, informant. forthwitband not Iaterthan 'one week.' It must

: !.';" ... '.. :. ,... .' . . .



disclose reasons in brief for closing the complaint and not'
proceeding further., . . ' "

IV. The police officer cannot avoid his duty of registering offerice .
if cognizable offence is disclosed. Action must be ,·"..i~:en
against .erring officers who' do not, register the FIR, if
,information received by him discloses a cognizable offence.

v . The scope of preliminaryinquiry is not to verify the veracity
'or otherwise, .of the' information' received but only to
'ascertain whether' the information' reveals any cognizable
offence.

vi. As to what type and in, which, cases preliminary inquiry is to
be conducted will depend .on the facts and circumstances of
each case. The category of cases in which preliminary
inquirymay be made are, as under:

a. Matrimonial disputes I family disputes
b. Commercial offences '
c. Medical negligence cases
d, Corruption cases '. .,',
e. Cases where' there is 'abnormal delav/Iaches In

. , . ~ -. .'

initiating criminal prosecution, for example, over 3
months delay ",inreporting the matter .without
.~n~·~sfactorily expl aining the rea....C(Yl""'!' S for (~!C'1Q:q\_Ctl..t~I .••._·o\,.I;'-,;, . .I u.A 1L •.... J ~ ...:)1_ 1\. A. 1'V.,Il1:-!',.j" ~

- . ~
vii. The aforesaidare only illustrations and, Hryt exhaustive of al'

conditions which mav warrant preliminarv 'inOUJ-r'V" '. .\.4\. J'_~':-"l'/._.h. .•• 4.. J ..t .•..... - .L...•••...:#••... _ •••.•..• hJ.~ .~.-.I.(I

vin. While ensuring and protecting the rights of the accused and
the complainant, a.preliminary inquiry should be made time
bound and in any case it should not exceed 7 days. The fact
of such delay and the causes, of it must 'be reflected in the
General Diary entry.' ,

'ix. ',Siri"ce tff(e {}enet'al Diary/ Station Diary/Daily-Dairy is the
'record of BJl information received in a police station, vee
, direct that aU information relating to cognizable offences,
"whether resulting in registration of FIF-' or leading to an
'Inquiry 1 must be mandatorily and meticulously reflected in
the said Diary and the decision to conduct a preliminary
inquiry must also be reflected, as mentioned above'.
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the said Diary and the decision to conduct a preliminary
inquiry must also be reflected, as mentioned. above".. . .

All Districts/Units concerned Addl. SsP jDCsP
should direct ACsP, SHOs and I08 for' strict compliance and
implementation of these guidelines laid down by the Hori'ble
Supreme Court of India.

Any laxity will be viewed seriously.

r
.(S.K. GAUTAMj

JOINT COMMISSIONER OF POliCE
G~NARAL ADMINISTRATION: DEL~-!I

".,,;:

I~o.,~C>0;l-t:t\~·6LjRecord Branch/PHQ, dated, pelhi tMeJl5/-u72013.
, ,

Copy forwarded lor information and necessary action to
'the:- "

1.: All Special Commissioners of Police, Delhi..'
2. All Joint Commissioners of Police; Delhi.
3. ' , All Addl. Commissioners of Police, Delhf':
4.. SO to Commissioner of Police, Delhi.
5. AII' Districts/Units Addl CsP jDCsP including PjPTC,

--- ~F..:...AR~Ru...O~&~I~G~IA~,Delhi L Ne_w_D_e~l-:-h_i._·__ ~. ----:-~----'--
6. AllACsP IPI-IQ, LA to Cl'. FAtoCP, Delhi. --~
7. All Inspr./PHQ.
8. So to DCP/Hdqrs., Delhi.
9, HARPHQ with 10 spare copies.



MOST IMMEDIATE/SUPREME COURT MATTER

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF POLICE: DELHI.

NO.50/L/SC/OS/ /Court Cell/DA-I/[C& TBronch]!PHQ, doted

To

. Sublect:-

. The Addl. Commissioners of Police/
The Dy. Commissioners of Police,
All Districts/Units of Delhi Police,
InciudingPrincipal/PTC, Crime, Railwc.ys, Metro, IGIA, FRRO and
Special Cell, . .
Delhi/New Delhi.

Crfml~al Misc. PGlmon No. 5029 of 20141~ Writ Petlllon(Criminall No.
&80'2008: lallta Kumal1 Venus Gov.. of UP & others. ...

Memo .

... -.- .. Kindly refer to PHQ'sCirc~lar No. 61/2013 issued vide No. 9002-
9152/Record BrqrichiPHGdate"C1 15.1i:2013 regarding decision of. Hon'ble
SupremeCourtof India lno Writ Petition(Criminal) No. 68 Of 2008;.Lalita Kumari Vs.
GOvt. of UP .&.015. with SLP(CrLj No ...5986 of 2G()6, SLPfCrl.) No. 5200 of 2009,
Criminal Appeal ..N6.14ib of 2011 8<Cnminai Appeal No. 1410 of 2011 s, Criminal
APpeal No. 1'267of 2097 ~nd ConteniptPetition (g)·No.6722 6f 200~. .

The obove cited matter wos heard by the Hon;ble Supreme Court
of India 0005.03.2014 .. Aft~rhea.iing the teemed Additidncil Solicitor General of
India and in tt1e iighf pftl!egrievan¢.eexpressed in the. present criminal
rniscelkmeous petition filed in the writ petitio!'), the Hon'ble Apex court has
modified clause (vii) qf paragraph 111 of the Hon'bleSuprerne Court of India's
judgement doted 12.11.2013; in.the foliowing monner.- ..

~'~~.,\o~~J.~Bfft\~·
. :'-L£, -'0),"': \~

~:r::ISCI

. . . - .

.~(vll) While ensur~ngan.d protecting the rlgtifsol the accused
and the complaii!ont; a preliminarY inquiry should be made time
bound and in'a~y ca.se it.should not exc;~edfifteen days generally
and lrie~ceptiq.na' coses, byg1vfn~iadequate ;easons.·six:. weeks

·tim~ lsprovideq. The {ac.f of such delay cind the. causes 'of. it mlist .
be renetted in the General pieri entry." . . .

.'j ~{~;.: ~;t:f.l:,<~
D~~..;~li

. . . .

It is requested that '01\ A~sP. SHOs and IOs working under your
respective districts/units may please be directed for strict' compliance and
'impiementation of these guidelines laid down by theHon'ble Supreme Court-of
India. . .

. [HARENDRA K. SINGH]
DEPUTY COMMIS.SI.ONEROF POLICE

~----~~------ ~~~~·4/1--'-i7~ ~~~ ~ H_DQ_R~S~•• ~D.E~lHt" ?.>~ ~. ~H
NO.50/L/SC/08/ '. /Court Cell/DA-I/[C&T Branch]lPHQ. doted. '".?3 1.1 Jr"t:· ,-----c---- __

. . Copy forwarded with reference to PHQ's Circular No. 61/2013
issued vide No. 9002-9\52/Record Branch/PHQ dated 15.11.2013. for favour of
infqrmation and necessary action to the:- ", ~.:...... .. .;,....~.; .

1.'
2.
3.
4.
S.

All Joint esp, Delhi.
.SO to the CP/Delhi.
LA & FA to the CP/Delhi.
SOs to the Special CsP/Delhi.
HAR/PHQ.
"':~!tt
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[HARENDRA~: SINGH]
DEPUTYCOMMIS.SIONER OF POliCE

HDQRS., DELHI
',:,


