OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT & SESSIONS JUDGE:
. ROHINI COURTS, DELHI
el = Yagy g

4
'M_ﬁ.—-w
N0 crevisecenn e GENLUE, 3(A)N-W & N/RC/2022  Delhi, dated ... =57/ 4253

sub: Order dated 01.11.2022 passed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in
Contempt Petition (Civil) No. 5552022 in Special Leave Petition (Crl)
No. S073/2011 titled * Eega Soumya vs. M. Mahender Reddy & Ors, .
Letier bearing No. 6660-6672/D} IC/Gaz/G-2 Judament/ 2022 di, 39,1 Jo32
ilong with the copy of order dated 01 11 2022 passed by Hon"ble Supreme Court of
Indi in Contempt Petition { Civil) Mo 555202240 Special Leave Petition (Crl. § No,
BTN tifled * Eega Soumys ws: M Mahiender Reddy & Ors ™ is being
forwarded for information and necessary action/compliance fo:-

LoAll the Ld Judicial Officers (DHJS & DJS), North-West and North District,
Rohim Courts, Delhi

2. The.Dealing Official, Computer Branch, Robini Courts, Delhi for uploading the
same on WEBSITE

3. The Dealing Official, R & | Branch, Rohini Courts. Delhi far uploading the same

L!‘II J.-.JEI T I_Rb

Principal Judge, Family Court
Officer In-charge, General Branch
North-West & North Disrict
Encl As above Rohint Courts Complex, Delhi
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
INHERENT JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION (C) NO,.555 OF 2822

IN
PE LEAVE PETITION (CRL.) NO 0F 201
EEGA SOUMYA PETITIONER(S)
VERSUS
M. MAHENDER REDDY & ORS, ALLEGED CONTEMNORS/
RESPONDENT (S)
QRDER

The present contempt petition seeks to highlight the conduct
on part of the alleged contemnors in willfully wviolating the
mandatory directions issued by this Court. The directions which are
put in focus are those which were issued in the decision delivered
in State of Karnataka by Neonavinakere Police vs. Shivanna alias

Tarkari Shivanna - (2014) 8 SCC 913. Para 168 of sald-decision reads

as under :

“10. On considering the same, we have accepted the suggestion
offered by the learned counsel who appeared before us and
hence exercising powers under Article 142 of the Constitution,
we are pleased to issue interim directions in the form of
mandamus to all the Police Stations-in-Charge in the entire

country to follow the directions of this Court which are as
follows

10.1. Upon receipt of information relating to the
commission of offence of rape, the investigating officer
shall make immediate steps to take the victim to any
Metropolitan/preferably Judicial Magistrate for the
purpose of recording her statement under Section 164 Crec,
A copy of the statement under Section 184 CrPC should be
handed over to the investigating officer immediately with
a4 specific direction that the contents of such statement
under Section 164 CrPC should not be disclosed to any
person till charge-sheet/report under Section 173 Crpc is

_Jﬁgﬁg filed,
L 10.2. The investigating officer shall as far as possible
take the victim to the nearest Lady

Metropolitan/preferably Lady Judicial Magistrate,

18.3. The investigating officer shall record specifically
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELH

Mo, .-'DHC.-’Ea:,-’G-I,_-'JudgmantleH Da:e:!:;_ ﬂh’ November, 2022

Frivmc

The Registrar General,
High Caurt of Delhi,
Mew Deihi-110003,

T,

The Principal District & S&ssions Judge [HQY, Tis Hazari Courts Complex, Dalki,

The Principal District & Sessions Judge (East), Karkardooma Courts Complex, Delhi.

The Principal District & Sessions judge {South), Saket Courts Complex, New Daihi.

The Principal District & sesslons Judge (North-West); Rohinl Courts Complex, Defhl.

The Principal District & Sessions Judge [New Delhl), Patiala House Courts Complex, New
Delhi,

The Principal District & Sessions Judge (North-East), Karkardooma Courts Complex,
Delhi. a

7. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (South-East), Saket Courts complex, Delhi,
8. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (North), Rakini Courts Complex, Dalhi,

5. The Principal District & Sessions Judge (West), Tis Hazari Courts Complex, Delhi,

10. The Principal District & Sessions ludge (South —West), Dwarka Courts Complex, New
Creelib,

11. The Principal District & Sessions Judge-cum-Special Judge (PC Act) (CBI), RACC, New
Delhi.

12. The Principal District & sessions Judge (Shahdara), Karkardooma Courts Complex, Delhi,
13. The Principal Judge {HQ), Family Courts, Dwarka, New Delhi,

m.ﬁya:u-g—m

h

Sub:

Sir/Madam,

| am directed to request you to Kindly download the Order dated 01.11.2022 passed by
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in Contempt Petition (Civil) No. 555/2022 in Speclal Leave Petition
[Crl.} Mo, 5073/2011 titled “E Bga Soumya vi M, Mahender Reddy & Ors.” from the official wehsite of
supreme Court of India and circulste the same amongst all the Judicial Officers working under your
respective control for information and necessary compliance.

Yours faithfully;
?
': e

(Surender Pal)
Deputy Registrar (Gazette-i8)
for Registrar General,
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ITEM NO.15 COURT mNo.1 SECTION II-c
SUPREMRM E COuRrT CF T NDT A
RECORD of PROCEEDINGS

CONMT.PET. (C) No, S55/2022 in SLP(Erl) No. 5073/2011

EEGA S0UMYA Petitjnner{sj

VERSUS
M. MAHENDER REDDY & oRs. Respundent{s}

(With 14 No, 9478/2022 . EXEMPTION FROM FILING AFFIDAVIT and IA
No, 94210/2022 . EXEMPTION FROM FILING PAPER BOOKS)

Date : 31-11-2322 This petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON'BLE THE CHIEF JusTice
HON'BLE ms. JUSTICE BELA M. TRIVEDI

For Petitinnar{sj Ms. Tanya Agarwal, Ady.
Mr. Shashank Singh, advy.
Mr. Anil Kumar, Aogr

For Rﬂspunﬂént{s} Mr. R. Basant, sr. Adv,
Mr. s, Udaya Kumar Sagar, AQR
Ms. Sweena Nair, Advy.

Mr. Siddhartha Dave, sr. Advy,
Mr. Kumar Vaibaw, Ady.

Ms. Devina Sehgal, AoR

Ms. Vidhi Thaker, Ady.

Mr. &. uday Bhanu, Ady.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the Tollowing
ORDER

disposed of.

(SANJAY KUMAR-1T) (VIRENDER SINGH)
ASTT, EEEIETHAH-cum-PS ERANCH OFFICER
(Signed order is placed on the file)




