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o cT ot Tej Skoarma,  Sharma Nuesing o,
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Hanumangirh.
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NON-PETITIONER:

‘ b ol o Rajasthan;  through  SuleDivisionai
cuptapriate Authorily  (POENDYT Act) cu n=Suh
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJAS PHAN
' AT JOQHPUR
OBRKR

1. $.8,CR. MISC. PETITION NO. 160472032
COBIL CSMT )T SHAEA

Yi,
STEIE_QF_RAJASTHAN :
RS n,mﬂhnagishw;iﬁwoﬁﬁmﬂiﬁ

¥
STAT GOV RATARTHAR. & AN,

Yo SBERCMISC, PUITIAGH MO, 19065301
QR KAILASH CHANCRA vrags,
vy

SEAT O 1AL THALL 3 AN,

4, 2.8, CRL.REVISION PETITION NQ. 594/8012:
BH . ARLN KQM:\_Q'PMJH&&__@__&EB; .
¥a,
.S_T_..‘LT..E.._Q_E,L*.BMS.T_}.&“.N_.&_.M 1.

- 5. BCRL_NISC. PRTLIION NY. 181172040
DR.{SNT. ) ARUNA SIHGHI .

Ya.
3JATE OF RAJASTIIAN

Do S BOR, MISC METTITON NQ. 131872032
ST PRAGATI GVRTA B AHI,
Vi,
SIATE OF LAIASTHAN 8 ORS.

a

7. S.BLCR, NISC, PETITION HO. 1685/3912
GR SUSHL: _KUMAR_AXSER]

¥a.
STATE QF RAJASTHAN
Ho R MLCR. MLEC, WETITION_ KD. 15R6/2501 2
DS 2, 6P /e

[

iy
ATATE _OF RAJASTHAN

S OSLB.CH, AISC, PETITION:

I

A5

(0, 16812017
o

DR RIH T 4ol oo
IR STATE OF REAST4a
S 0. S,8.0K, MI8C,_pETITIN O, 136872072

\ Q8.8 G
- STATE. QF AJASTHAY
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1. S.UL.ER. MISC. PETIIION UQ, 1678/3000
GR.E.P.GUPTA
V8. STATE Q7 RAJASIHAN

32. S.R.CR. MISC, PETI mzu_u.o.zﬁmzm;_
DR SURENCRA SHARMA & ANR.

1,

STATC_OF RAJASTHAN

Gl CR. TTSG. PELLIION NO, 1677/2012
DR, BIHART LAl BANSAL
¥S. STATE OF RASASTIAN

4. B.B.CR, MISC. PETITION NQ. 1733/2812
PALT DIAGNOSTIC CLINGC

Yo,
STATE QF RATASTHAN

15, S.B.CR. MISC. PETITION NO. 1739/2012
SURCSH fURTA
SVATL fh Ry it

6, W HLCUL MISE, BEVITION WG, V00007

§UBE§H GURTL
by
SIATEOF BAJASTIA
17. 3.8.CB. MISC, PETITION MO, 1743/2012

DR, BANSHIDHAR GLPYA
Vi
STRTL OF RYAGCTIHAN

I8 RaBLCR. ISC. PTG . 20
DILSANSHIDHAR GLIOTA
¥S.

STATE OF RAJASTHAN

19. L BLR, MISC, PRTITION NO. 1744/2032 .
QR R.L, SETHT
\.—'rftx.
STATE QF 1alagTHAN

8. 3.F.CR, MISC. PETITION MO, 174%/20)2

G NARESH SANK)EC1ia
. STATE QF RAJASTHAN

T 2%, §.8.08, MISC PEYITION (0. 1746/2612
' DR, K. K. SETHI
Vs,

2IATE OF RAIASTIAL
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27. §.B.CR._MUSC, PETITION NO, 3¥472/2012 .
2R NARESM 54 N!S.L.ml.ﬂ
ML
CONTATE OF. MAIASTHAL

23, s.&,;a. MISC. METITION HO, A748/2812
W&I

&'L.ILL.M!AS.‘IM
24. 5,8.CR, MISC, PETITION MO, 1826/2012
\ DR REKESH MICHE
VS,

STAYE DF _RAIASTHAN

200 MG PLYELION MO, 1829/3017

VS,
STATE OF RAIASTHAM

26. S.G6.CR, MISC, ggur;gu_lp, ;gu;g
 DR.NARENDRA KUMAR £ 1%,

LAY
2TAIE QF .ﬁ!’.‘l&el!j—.'-f\!

7. Mhﬂﬁ_m&é“l—lﬂéﬁf,@ .
QI KAWSHAL NARAYAN MUTHA

S.M_L._&J.MIHM.&.{&.
| 28..5.B.CR. MISC, PETITION 10, 1857/7012

QR PRAVEEN KUMAR JAIH B h'.llL

\n‘f

STATE OF RAJASTHAN
29. 5,",CR. MISL. PEYIIIQN NQ. 1RG4,2012.
DRLRENU_SETIA & ANK,
L

STATE OF RAJASTHAN

30, S.ILCR, NISC. PETITION KO. 3865/72012
DR.RENU SEVIA K AGR,
‘u" ) )
STATE OF "&1&5.1?:’;‘«!.-’

. 9.n.cp, I'-‘II':C PETITION KO, 13!3_7,’?\?_},‘
Q.Mkm
iIﬂLE_Q._,._MLLmuF KA L.
% SILGR. MISC, PETITION KO, 3872/2012.
3 DR.K. K, SETHT
Vs, :T&Tﬁ QF Mm;‘lumg
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M SubBe MISC PETITION NG, J012/2002
DR SHOPAT RAT

, Y8,
STATE OF RAJASTHAN

3% BRLLRLMISS, PETITION MO, LdlJ/aRL2.

DR, SHOPAT, RAY
Vs,
STATE_QF BAJAS MHAY
35. §,B.CR. MISC. PETITION WO, 1914/2€12
DR.SHOPAT [LA_I

Vs,

STATE OF RAJASTHAN

. SORLCRLMISC, PEITIION.NO.. 1933/2012
It SATYA BAGALIN, MITIA,

weel
BT

STATT OF RASACTHAN & ORS,

300 GulCR, B, DL LAON b, 19272000
DR HARNEX SINGH § URS,
SIAIE O RAJASTHAN 4 RRS,

38. $.8.6R. MISC. PETITION N0, 1923/2012
DR, SATYA HARATN MITIAL

Y5,

STLLE OV RALAGIGAN Y ORS,

3. 5,0.00. MISC. RETLLION MO, 18272610
DR OATYA UARALL MITIAL

. Ve,
STATE OF RAIASTHAN & ORS.

48, S.B,CR. MISC, PETITION NQ. 1928/2012
0P HARNEK SINGH [ QRS.
V3.

SIATE QF RAJASTHAM % ORS,

A1, 5. 4.0 MISC._PETLIIOH NO. 19292557
DR, EAIEHDIA_GUPTA
¥S..
STATE OF RAJASTHAN

42. 5.8,CR. MISC. PETIVION NO. 1836/2812

DR.RAJENOAA CUPTA

—

et atlamalt Teibing
Lx'. FIR R R TUTL UL

FETH) Wkt i

T
i

I ATIL

F

V..

STATU QU RADAG AN

6, 50,01 MG, PREEITION yo, /2ot
RIGIA JL MIUA, Bl L

i,
ATATL QF RAJASTHAN
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. Ay S BLCR MGG, REDLLION 40, 1939/2012
' Maﬂﬂﬁﬂwﬁ

Y.
STATE OF RAJASTHAN

- 45. S.0.0R HISC. PUIITION MO, j800/R012.
f O SATA BEEALN KT 1L

STATE OF RAZASTHAN 5 ORS.

."{ 46. $.0.CR. WISy PEIITION MG, 1953/2017
,;} : o,ru_.mw.érmm,ww ‘

__r"' SIATE OF HAIASIUAN

;’ 47. S.8.CR. MISC, PETITION HO. 3955/2¢12
! DR.ANAMIKA JALY

H \,-e

3 STATE_OF RAJASTHAN

AB. 8, BLLR, NG, CENITIG

. . BE . Sresidne FHGHN W
‘ Yi. -
STATE. OF RAJASTIAN & AN,
| . S0 s oo
’ _ DA.RAJKUMAR GANG
Vo,

STATE OF RAJASTHAH
59. $.B.CR. MISC, PETITYQN 4O, 2178/3031

PRORAIESH_GAlig
V3.
ALATE_OL RAGASTHAN & INR,

-' Bl Rl LS LTLIION MO, 220142017
R RAJENORA KLUMAD
Y3,

s147% 07 s

3. S.R.CR.MISC, PETITION NO. 2226/2813.
GHUPAT DESAT & ANR,

Vi
RIATE QF RAJASTHAN K ORS,

§). £.8.CR. M)SC, PETITIOQN NO. 2227/2812
RILIEAT DE ;g; S ANR,

,,,.MLE&S.IH._J Q88

-~

X I——— el |
. oaesieai® o 34% 8.9.CR, MISC. RETITION MO, 22387701y v/
. (- GRLMARTSH KHATRT

STAYE Q6 B Fﬁ&l&ﬂuﬂﬁ
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.f 55, Cu PET :
i DR, HARTSH XHATRS

i VoL

! STATE OF RAZASTHAN

Vs, '
SJATE_QF RAJASTHAN
57. S.B.CP. MISC, BETITION MO, 229072912
FATER CHAND & ANR,

V3.
STATE GF_RAJASTHAN

T p—y - .

sui

i

! 58, 500K MISC. PETITION NO. 3366/2012.

; DR, SHEMKER LAL

k Yo

] STATE_OF _RADASTHAN

i 53, §.8.CR. MISC. PETILION NQ. 2274/2812. ¢
BR..4000_ CHARD, & AR -

¥3,
SIATE OF RAVASTHAN

Ce. §£.8,C7, MISC. PEVITION MG, 227977012

PR, ERISUAL _LAL_HANSAL
VS,
STAYTE OF “AJ:‘«STHN\] & ANR,

61. S.B.CR. MISC. PETLTION NO, 2380/2012
Q..:.KB.I.SLH..L..L.EL&&L

A

N i T e ——

o m_uz_,amunu.au&
¢
3 62. S.ULCR, MISC, PETITION N, 2IR7/2012
P : D3 VDAY, ATHA
i ' s,

L LATC OF BAJASTIMN &AL,

- 63. S.5.CL MISC, RETITION MO, 2IRAL3812

Vi,
TA L R T ] .
84. §.B,CR. WISC, PETIVIO) a/2
DR.VIJAY PRAKASH & ANR,
thu\.
STATE_OF RAJASTUAM 8_ANR,
N rm—, . ] Ch. MISE TITTON N c 79019
a:‘ it uﬁd;vr: 68, S B.CR. MISC, PETITION NQ, PIRS/ 012
D SMATLEE AGATHAL
l‘ KRR 1 rAiNH Ve,
b sangaafennlug ,.
g | "‘Vd iU, ;\ﬁ‘iu"; ! ML-Q-E«..?J&ﬁ[H&H



86. L&#MMMIE}LMB_
_ HANWAR LAL B BNR,

o Lm’r'__qr ng;mmrq

BY. S B.CR, MISC. PETITIQN MQ. 2287 393
iR VLAY ARDARA

¥i,
STATE OF RAJARTHAN & ANR.
12

R Wmum&m._
DR.VIJAV MAKKAD _

STATS_OF. AT '.!.S, THAN, & ORS.

. r—_
L ——

67, S.B.CI. _MISC. PLILTLION MO, 2295/28i3.
R YT IAY_MAKEAD

j | ' STATE QF ngﬁ;mmg_igg_s_
f 7e._LLM%§lII§%;ﬁ%M@lL
; 18T _L_j)lvsf(&lgéiﬂluﬂ

PETYT 23198/0812

R T P
mwsﬁ.uwmw
STATE. Qr__g_@gpsmw

72, $.1,C0, MISC. VELLILON 4. 2324/2i17_

R
RIULARYIND JAIN & AR,
Ya.

STATF_QF RAJAGTHAH R ORS.

73._§.B.CR, MISC, PEIITEON KQ, 232%/2312
BEANTIL gicugra. PY

--!-._

SIATL GF RAJASYHAN & QRS

C bR MISC,. CRTITAQN. O, A3MG/7012 .
B8, D, 8 KHURANA

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ANR,

_S.BLCR, MISC, PETIVION NO. 2337/2012
DR, RAKESH_BANSAL & AHR,

¥a.
GTATE OF RAJASTHAN & ANA,

76 S.B.CR. MISC. RETITION N0, 334P/2010.
i RR.P.$. KUURANA

B e R I
Ev -l R
rea STATE DF QAJASTHAN R_AHR,

PRI (R T 2
PR T ikt Y
© e e T




77. S.B.CR. MYSC, PETITION NG. 2341/2d10
DR.P.S KHURANA
5.

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & AMR,

78._3,B.CR, MISC, PETITION NO. 2342/3812.
DR.PREM RATAN CHHIMRA

Y8,

19, §.8.C0, MIGC.. RETITION MO. 23437912
1314 PREM, WA TAL Gt ARG :
i
STATE OF RAIASTHAH & OR3.

89. 5.8.CR, MLSC, PETITAQN O, 234673630
R BAKESH BAMSAL
¥3.
STATE_OF RAJASTHAN §j AMR,

81, §.B,CR, _MISG._PETITIQN HQ..2383/2917.
R PRDIAT O
. T
‘ STALE OF BAJAIYHAY
B2._5.5.CR. MISG, PEVIVION NQ, 237972012
AMESH_TANGID
VS, $TATE.QOF RRAJACTHAN

33..§,B.C0. MISC, PETITION e, 3393303
BHANWAR 1AL & ANR.

LA
SIATE 07 MAJASTHAN

BA. S B.CR, MISC. PETLTION MO, 12622012

PR, ANIL_CHOUDHARY
VB,
STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORD,

85._§.8,CR, MISC, PEYITION NQ. 3427/2012
. DR, ANI1, CHOUDHARY
Va.
STATE QF RAJASTHAN & ORS.

86. 9.0 CR, AISC. PEYLIION MO, A28/2017
PR.JATHAD YAREY :

- NE,
STATE OF RAJASTHAN & QHS.

27. S.6.€%, MISC, PETITION NQ, 249873812 .
g e DA.__SHYAM_SUHDER_BANSHA,

Yie
I R TAT A R TR

S
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88, S.A.CR, WISC, PETITION kQ. 2496/2012

Pit._TQSHRR S . SOUTHALTIN
Y5,
STATE QL RAJASTHAW

89. s.a,;p.,__ug._wumu.m.mm
WM

WLMMH

9. §.B.CR,_M3SC, BETITION, w,...zszmm?
DR MAHAYEER PRASAD RANGAL
U
.f\..'.i'.a).'.f,.i'-',_ﬁf . !?.,{\;.T AG AR

91, 5, 0.0, MISC P LITION. 0, 3523/3012
DI IATAYVEER i’ilE;S&LL_'lt\l*Ml.

Ve
STATE OF RAJAIIHAY
52, S B.GR, MISC, BETITION 19, 2523/2P10.
gakrmwnw{-p _PRASAD. BAMSAL

~

STAT LQ_I ﬂ.f\w'u"i

Mw RSS3L0A.
P E Y

SL&I.E.,.QLBMA&LHAJ
9. 5.1,CH, MISC. ptrlwou N0, 2552/2017 .
o BAHSAL

95. $,B.CR. MISC. PETITIGN HO. gp7i28ili

4. _VISHAL _GUPTA & OFS.
Y3,
STATE QF RAJASTHAN & ANR,

. $.B,CR. MISC. SETITION NQ. 2378/2912.

DR, RATERLZA KURAR £ IWR

SIATE or' RATAZTHAN

97. $.B,€R. MISC, PETIYION HD. 28733847 -

DR BRATAR MIDDHA

¥,
STATC OF_RAZASTHAN

‘eiat writea

¥ -nus"zms

ot itn T Al

98. 5.0.CR, MISC. PTITION NO. 257%/2012

O WL KELR
Ve,
STATE OF RAJASTHAN

v v TR, wr-u
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90, G, 1O, M SSL P ELEN Q. RV e

. Vi,
STATE OF RAJASHAN

100, S.B.CR. mmi_ummmz_
;.KtLA

szm.uum&:m

101, 0GR, MISC, RETL 263602013
-u.,zerpmn KOTHAAT
ww

162, §uCh A EEUTIGL ML AL
TR |

Vi
STATE_QF RAJASTHAM

. Al ST ppprnp un, DSy
218 <.1‘.WA pi J_J.!m_n mn'-'

&I.M_Lfél&um

194, M%ﬂlﬁﬂ.ﬂﬁhw L v
SURESH KATARIA § ANR.

)

STATE QF RAJASTHAN & AHE.
. §.B.CR, MISC, PETITION _ND. 298873832,

PIACHT_MFRLCAL CARE & OIS,

Vi
SIATE GF_RAJASTHAN

" 106. S.B.CR, MISCr PETLTION NO. 2044/2812.
DR, ARVIND SHARMA

Y.
TATE QF RAJASTHAN & QRS

187. S B.CR. NISC. PETITIONMQ.. m&gml-

"

rw_ MARAVECR PRAGAL, BANGAL & ADR .

1A E_OF_IAIASUYEH B OIS
8. $.8, CR;MJMQQMMQL—

E_...Hu..ﬂ.ﬁﬂ&’ﬂu!_.h..ﬂ.ﬁ-
. STATE QF agmamm
'”:’;‘:| '!1169. 5.B.CR, MISC. PETITION Q. 183/2013. '
A DR EAIULE_GUIMA
© ot ' Vi,
T | SIALE RE KADRELIAY
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119,

111, S,B.CR. MISC, PETIVION b

KENWALJEET SINGH
¥8,
STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS.

112. 5.8,CR. AISC, PEIIVION N2, JA3.2213
DMEM&IH
M

193 L.B.CA. MISC, PETITION KO, 343/023
DR ANAMIKA 38TN
Ya,

STATE Gr PAJASTHAL

Ma. s cr, MISC, FETITION MG, A17/3811%
DR, PHAMOD_ gL
¥3.
STATO_OF, FATASTHAK A ANR,
115, -5, B.CR, MISC, PETITION MO, 44273803
QR.PAYMON BERT

Yo
STAYL. BF RAJAGTHAY S ANR,

. 5.8, L. 4 3
116 Mﬂw LAFYEL A

Vi
STAYE Pr_RAYASTLAN &. AU,

11; 5 u ru .’JS{. P60 uu,___y_uggn

e, SB.CR, 2G5C. *‘FTL.-\.'lJ._'LQ.._L_‘lE 281

OB SHRAYAN. KUMAR HOR]

X,
SIAYE O RAINGTHAY b ANR,

119, §,0.CR._MISL. PEYYITION MO, £65/2013
DR, OOPAL_CHABD GMIH
Ve,

STATE Q2 RAINGTHAK
120, $.6.CR. MISC. PETITION NO. €531/20613

&7 Rit PRADEEP GARG
THS;F*_F ¥4,

ATATE QF BA1ASTHAN




120, fLRLER. MISS, PETITION Q. T38L23 g
Bh AN

-9
$TATE_QF RAJASYHAN

123, $.0LG0,_MISC. PETITION DO, YROL3RIA
LR, ERADEER_SAMS

pL N
§TATE OF R 185 THAY

123, wmwmwn.
DR, PRADEED GARG

¥8,
STATE_0F RATARTHAM

24. S, R.CR, MISC, PETITION MO, y82/2812
DR, PRAMOD BERL
¥,

1

LAATE GE_BAMRTINAN B AN

125. §.8.CR. MISC. PETLIION M. JE2/2003.
DR, KALLASH_CHANDRA. AONGARA

Vi
STATE OF RAJASTHAN

126. §..CR. KISE. PEVIIIQILL 1. 8832003
LR E K RASTNGT

Vol
STATE QF_RAJAGINAN

127, §.B.5R. WISC, BETETION 7,
QRLKK AN RS

Ve
STATE OF RAJASTHAN
128, §.0.00, LG e LGN M0, B11/2813
Db LK, AR TBGT
STATE OF_RAJASIHAN

129. S.0,CR, MISC. RETLITON NG, R12/2013
OR.K K, RASTROL

Y&
STATE QF RAJASTHAAN
1o, 5.B.CRL KISC, BLTITION_NO, 814/2003

IR KATLASS CUAMDRA_SOHGARA
¥h.
STALE QF _RATHGJ1AR

13, ,‘_-»JE_!_C!!,»,_,!:!I,.'{a}.-..;.-!i].-‘.!.{..'.l.?zil.!J‘-_!_v,_.'?e'-_f.-' AR

WATA, Tenit

Wl

€

Vi
STATE_OF RAJASIHAN & ANR.
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137, 5,5.C8. MISC, PETITION HO. 03472012
RAJS, BN )

STATE QF RAJASTHAN & AMB.

133, S,0.CB, MISC, PEYDTIQNNO...RIALAHAL
415, BAH

V5.
TATS_OF, RATASTHAN. 4 ANR.

134, §.08.00, MI86 E‘fx.llllﬂ.u..tlg.-_ﬁ.ﬁa.’l&l 3.
PR, ARTIARA JAIH

L2
SYATE_OF RAJASTHAN R QR3,

A, SLHLCR. MIGE. POTITLON N, 1337/2013
AL K- BAY_ALA

Vo
§IATE QF RAINSTUANL A ABA.

136. §,B,.CR. MISC. PETITION Q. 1369/3031
DR .BHIKHA RAf

STAYE_DF RAJApTHAM

137, §.8.00. MISC. PETITION NC. 137072212
DR, SR IXHA_BAM

Vs,
STALE OF_RAIASINAY

138. §.B.CR, MISC. PETLTIGN NO. 147603213
DR, R.§ . MERTA
STAIE OF_RAIASIHAM

139, 5.8 ,_CB_‘._L“,IS‘E_L.EE‘UI.IQELSQ;_I-.‘.&‘J’JSEQ i

DR, LM, _KTLA
PEn
STACE OF RAJAS (AN

148, $,0,CH, MISC. PIULTIAN kG, 2270/2043.
DR, _AAAR SFTIA
VS,
TATE Qb RAJAGTHAY

141, S.B.CR. MISC, PETLIIGA MD. 2371/3813.
RR.BED. SELLA

L e rm———

”%«‘ﬁ-f'wﬁ}iwyl vs,
I B | STATE QF BAlASTHA¥

& ¥ i
£ 1 AbG 015! 142, S. 0.0 MISC, PETIYION NG, 19974934~

Aearr

<ot wedes : whe N
e LR A '.33?1__ LARTHT]
B » XY
CTATE OF_BAJASTIAM § AMR,

%,
GO el o8

L
B S
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143, 50,8 _MISC, PRTITION NQ. 1288/2014
DR, SUDARSHAN GaSWAHY

i,
STATR_OF BAJAITHAN & _ANR.
144, 5.83.CR, MISC, PETITION AG. ggsgggﬁ;d._‘/
DR, RASHMI RAIVANSH] '

Y3,
SIATE OF BAIASTHAN
5, BB MISC. VETLVION WA, J683/3014 .
DR HARTSH JEHTA & ANK
¥S,
STATE OF AAZARTHAN

16, 50,08, MISC, RETILIN MO 38302035,
SATISH_CHANDRA_AGARMAL, R ANR,

vS..
STATE OF KAJASTAN

VAT, SLILOH, MIGCL PO W, g fante
RIELHULE M sy s

Yio,
=TATE QF_BAJASTHAN
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 BY YHE COLRT: -

These  criminal  mwise.  petitionas

ungar section ag2 Crpc, Cincluding

5.8.Cr.Ravision Petition Ho. S/ 20Ld  have

bean flled by the patitiongrs baing aggrieved

with the proceedings

under the provigions of Prg-concaption and

Bre-natal Diagnostic Technizues {Probibition

of Sex  Sclection) POPHDTD  Acl o {hescinadte:

referred to as 'the PCPNDT Act'}. In oll the

¢ases, complaints, hove been Filed agatnst the
petitioners under soction 28 of the
Act with the allepations that the petitioners
nave contravescd the Lbas dee i

provisions ol

Act and ihe Ryles made thereunder konown as

The Pre-conception and Pre-natal Diagnostic

Techniques

(Prohihiticn of . Sex Selection)
fules, 1996 {hereinafier aftoer referred to an
"the Rules of 1996°). 1n some of U canen,

even charfies have bean framed by the courts

panding agsinst them

PCPNDT
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bglow ond Lhe revislon puLLLjhnu have alah
been dismissed py the rnvisigaal courts. In
some of the cases, cognlzance has heen taken
and the revision nptivions  have  boer
dismissed Yy the revicignal courts. In sumc
of the casces, thé petitioners have challungoed
the order of toking counizange bofare this
Court by way @f these ¢riming)l  misc,
patilions, whereas in some of the (ases, tha
petitioners have difreetly  challenpao Ty
complaints. The criminal  eovision ncsti'tion_
$94/3P12 is filed - against the arder of
framing charpe against tha patitiengrs for
the offences under se:tioné 3(1) and 23(1) of
tha RCPHDT Act.

Since common canirqversy is
jnvolved in 2ll thest cises, the  same  ace
tagpcd with epch othue hy different crders
passed by this Coyrt and, therefore, thuy are
being decided togethah by this camnon arise.

Learngd caunsal for the pctitionéri
have challengod  the peecopdings pending
against them under the PCANDT Act maialy on
the following grounds;

(1) That = tha sllegetions  levelled

- against the petitlonars in the complaints are

mastly in rospoct of alleged irregularities



committed by tham in mgintenance of pmcupas":

minor ireegularities such an nonfavailability
of coRy of tha FCENDT Act ot the time of
inspection, non-disﬁlay of natice in tha
premises declaring that disclogurd of sex of
footys is r_:rohibitcd under low and noar
display of nome aned desdpnation oﬁ the dress
worn by thee nordne, Loy an;l of i
persons ansociated with the Sutidstic
crunselling  Centre,  Gpnetic  Lahoratery,
Genetic Clinic, Ultrasound Clinic, Imaging
Contre etc. It {s .cgntnmded that the said
jrrogylarities are minor in nature acd camol
be cquated with the wajor “offenees  as
prascribed in sautipas 5 and & of thg Act,

It is arpued that sueh minor otfences do ngl

RPCENDT Act ard anly fall within the ambit af
section 75 of the said Ait.

1t §s argued that the legislature
in its wisdom enacted section 25 fer the
aforesaid category of offences aod  the
proposation of Law on Lhis  pognl in ey
clear that no provision con make the uother
provision r-édundant or otivse, r;'ier‘aly beeause

of 1se of common exprassien in sectliens 23

fhe other .allegations are alse in respact of

fall within the' anpit uf soclbion 2% of the

3



to apply secticr 23 with virtudlly clowes gye

in all ecases invelving fhe' cages of minoe
irragularitiss, The conéequence; of Dboth
thess provisions are very diffgrest and 25
such,.the consequenres of section 23 are very
hgrsh, whereas the consequences of segtinn 25
are not that harsh and of conge, secvicn A6
of  the TrPC providing  bar Lo toking
cognizanes after lapse of  the pgriod of
lim;tatiﬁﬂ also comes intu play depending
upgn the provision, which if attractsd. o

far 2s section 25 of the {CRNDT Act ig

- ggncgenad, the period of Llimitatipn is one

R

BT P R

ries
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e

year begayse the offence is punishgble with
imprisammant not exceeding one vear. fut so
far as section 23 is ‘concerred, the perind of
limitation is threc vyears a5 offence i3
punishable with ar imprizanment axgeeding ong
year. The authuritg in question in grdoer te
avoid the application of gectinn 462(2)(L) of
CrRPe filed the complaint under seevion =2 o
the PCRNDT  Act  on  wholly wromz  aud
Tm;eanceived basis.

iii) That the cemplaints against the
potitioners  alleping  conteaveation of  the

pravisiens ef the PIPHDT gt and Rules rade

LhY
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‘thepoynder f3led by the peesonsg, who are ool
authorized to file the complaint  and,
therefore, as per the provisions of section
28 of the PCPNOT Act, the ceurts beiaw hoave
grred  in taking rognizance against the
petitioners.

(1i1) That nen-reaghing oF FormsF cun fhe
fifth day ef the month ¢annol be termed as &
vielation of sub-rule (&) of Rule 9 oFf thp
Rulés of 1996 as the Rule speaks cf only
sending suru form aned not rhat the cald Tare
‘should be -reached up Lo TibLh Aoy ob Thi
month,

{iv) That in seme of the c¢3ses, the
trial cowrt without oven condaniny tha delsy
in ©iline the c¢omplaints, topk copniraerco
apainst  the pelitioners, thouph acmi tred by,
those complaints. ware filud aft.er three yaars
from the date of imspection. It is contendad
that the trial court before entertaining the
time barred complaints is reguired to hoae
the accused before eundoning the deliy.,  in
syppert of the abeve contentions, learngd
coynsels for thg petitioners have placod
rali:nce on decisions of this Court in Panney
Singh & Grs. vs. State of Rajuithen, 1333

CRI,L.3.339 as well os the docision of
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Allahabad High Court in Aautl Duty Rharean v
Stote of U.P., 2081 CHI.L.3.4480.

Poe  cantra, Me  Rajesh  Panwire -
learned  Additienpl Ad?ogate ‘Gengral  has
argued that nong pf the pravisions of the
PCPNDT Act c¢lassifics the offoneps as MAjor
and minar, Section 23 of (ne PLPNDT Acth gdaals
with certnin class of pcrsnni and .it iv
provided that if . either of the porsans
refnrred in that gpolion, contravengs  any

provisions =f the Act  or Ruzes ana

thereunder, shall  be  punishable  with -

imprfsnnmont for a toem which may gytend TO
three yours or with flae, Whersas sectipn 35
is din relation 10 thase porsons, ﬁho
cantravesne any of the provisions of this act
er any rule made thereynder, for wpich o
penalty has been elsawhere provided in this
Act.

It is further contegnded that The
exigencies to be punishable uader sectien 23
of the PLPNDT Act are Ciear, ynambiguous and
admits of no doubt. It is provided that any
Medical Geneticist, dynmcalnuist, regioterod
Medical Practitioner o any peRson wiho owns
penet . couinseling e, ¥ et

labgratory or 8 Rengtic elinig or s wwployud
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in such a cemtre, letordkory or (lime arind "0 "L
rgeders  his  professienal  or  technical o
sepvices to or at such cpnyre, laporstery or ;
. - |J'

¢linic, whether on an henerary basis qr

otherwise, amd who conlravenes any  of  the

f% -~ pegvisioas of  this  ACL werdlew o aade

i) .

:i vhercunder shall be lioble to be punished,
r. Thus, the class of pergons ang natyre of

; . yiotalian of nanisﬁnﬂﬁ of rhe Act and Bules

! thereyndar are well deflned unges ﬁectian 23

' . af the PCPHUT.ﬂct-

; _§o far as section 25 af {he PC?M&T
ﬁ Act is concerned, 1t starts viz ”whuéyér
gentravenes anﬁ of the pnevisious_of thii Aot
or any rules made thergunder far which no
penij by i‘l-'i‘. liereen e lmehgi e pr e dded i Ve
5 act., The section is clear in its lﬁnuungu and
ebject s .it' svarts 45 penalty " for
centravention of the provisions of the Act o
rules for which no sprcific punishment is
providod,

It 13 argues that class of
defaulters hove been defined in sections 23

and 25 af the PCRMDT Act seperately ang

inderendently as sections 23 and 2% classify -

- T T T TR S ——
CRRAENNT AL
GG e

' lUE “‘“5 thepelore,  Che conktgnblen it 1l LR ST N

T ¥y v sapdte
C L RITTRE, W L
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the c¢ffonders and not  the offonces al,
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that section 25 deals with vha miner offuﬁteﬁ;*;{

such as maimtarance of rogords ete. 45 oot
{ tenable.

] Learned Additionsl Advocatco Geﬁeral
has further argued that al) the zosglaings
agoinet the npetitiaonors have hoen .fjiml by

e eanpetent  persons i.e,  cither by  the
! appropriave autharity or the officer
; suthgrized by the appropriate authority and,
E therofore, it cannet be sald tiat the trial

coyrts have token cegnizance  agpingt  the

putitionsrs without their buing any complaint
by the authorized persons.
Learned Additional Advecate General

has further argued that nonemaintenance of

the regords canpot be termed a3 o procedural
Lapse wnl Qs always an gndepeadent  af fenge
for contraventicn of sections 5 or 6 of the
PCPNDT Act.

Learned Additional Adveeate General
has further argued that ip none of the cases,
thg concernod court has taken copnizange
against any parson on Uime barred complaints

without cendoning the delay. 1t in rontondod
AT O ]

S%i_ﬂ__.ithat as per section 473 CePC, the trial court

5 ‘_RUEIQ?gi.Fx lhas every power to extend the peried of

T §

: ' croen . .
T Ihmitation and can Lako e coprnidsange of




vk i,

! " h":.-).r'-'*' X

: e DRI

[ - .E. 4 v '\l

H PR N
N AR j &

, : CoeN ‘-a..‘v” L _3

R A

offence zfter the oxpiry of limitatinnxfﬁjgiﬂﬁﬁfgff
is satisfied on the faet; and cricumstoncas )
af the case, . the detuy has been properly
gxplained or ¢hot it is neressary O e so 47

the interest cf justice. 1t is also contenued

that there s no provision under the CriC
which reguires thet pefore extansion of
{ periad  of l1imitontion, @ Maéistratc L%
[J _ regquired 1o pive 'li.ll,'rll‘l'ur-i'lx; Al hwooring o
j the accused and thepefore, tan contontini af
f ' _ the petitioners to the cffegt that beforg
" comfoning the delsy 1in iling the complaimt,
no apportunily wWas provided tg thew is devaid
.”I larce,

Learned Additional sdvpcate Goneral
has also argued thot in most of the Casis,
the petitioners have challenged the onder of
raking cognlzance OF fpasing charges by way
of revision petitiuns betore P s i lorad
court and thesc Fovigion petitiens frawi boan
dismissed and nav thay have filed these
¢riminal misc. petitions under  section 432

CrrC, which are in fact second revisian

petitions and those second pavision patitions
are not maintzinsble o% Bor the provisicns of
O section 397(3) CreC and, shergfore, they are

“teo 1yable to be quashed and set aside,

FRE
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Learned Additional Advpeake Gangral .

has plso avgued thot 1= some uf the cases the
pegitioners have directly approached this
Court under  section 4B2Z CeRC afgadnst  th2
order of  taking cognizance  and those
patitiens are also not malntainable bacause
the said orders arc revigable end without
availing the remedy of revisisn, these
criminal misc. patitians urc. ao
maintainable,  Learnaed Additlonal  Advooate
Gunrad h-ii.‘) plugud vellongu ot dueision of
Hon'ble Syprawe gourt in Hohit atias Sony &
e, vs. State of U.p. & Anr., 2013(3)
grimtnal Court Cases 851 ($,0.) mnd of this
Caﬁrt in Ashish Sieghgl vs. State of
Rgjesthan & Arr., [2014] @ Suprawe {Ra3] 467.
- weped  learncd counsels  for  tha
pival. partics * ond perused the mafevial

avallable on record.

For the purppse of dealing with the

arpuiennts of the leanrned cpynsels for the
petitionuers to tho effect that the cffunces
relating YO non-maintenance of rocord LT,
ara mingr offences. it is apposite 1O refer
to the provigians of sectiens 23 and 25 of
the PCRHDT Act, which are 93 follows:

~a%, (ffenson aninl penittissen(1) Any nyntienl

J
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genuiignt,  gynaccuingiat, tegistered  wesiles
PrcLilisnr (e Luy peesn sl owns w Gentig
Conmgelling Clendre, Gty babnsdory o o
Cigngtic Clinig or Is wmplayed in sueh o Cynbre,
Laboesiory or Clinic and rundvrs his prolussivnl
er igchnicul merviees o ar such a Centry.
Lubaegiory or Clinig, whethee an an lpnorney
tasis v atherwise, fnd who cantivoneds fny of
ihe provisiang of s Agroor gy maly
theeewmder shiad’ av o punndubly
Hrenrent Tor st e wWhen IS S
thrpe yenrs witly e whacl may exted 1
Wi Unausand rupoes ol on 3y subaeguent
eonviclion,  wilh  Bmprispumeet which  may
extond 1o five vears angd with fine which may
extend 10 Fifly thousind rﬁpw;a.

20 e nome el retiairasd ikl
p-r-a!i:lilit\|1cr_:§i!i5!%_ by pepongd Byt Anprupny
Aularay e the My tledicsl ol
eniceresl for laking negeRsiry aetioy incluling |
suspenslont of the tpgismtian if the gharges awe
Framed by the conet nd 1ill e cake is lisppsed
of s on gopviction Toe reovasl of ks name
frea e vepisior ot e Cowtd T i pevit ol
Fives wenn for te B elieres o operheendy
lor the Nuh:.\:liux'il'l. vlivige.

{3) Any persun why sigks the uigl i any
Genatic Caunsalling Conire, Gunctic Laboriory,
CGuenetic Clinie o ulipsgnd clinig or imuging
cisic or of & medical guasliviots, gyiwcelwyist,

wwolugist v imsging spoctile oF rep terest

mgtival prasttioner 0 iy Syl e o
seleetion of (or condusting preetinal diagnosi
gecAniques on any prygntal woman for the
purposes ather thgn those spocifiod in sub-
<action €2) of setinn 4, he shall be punishabile
with mprisermant for u tormy whichy may expend
o three yoms and with Lo whigh may extend
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1o filty tiossing rupes 1o thy 11t oflchey it
far any subsequen ey Witk eI
whisgh my wsteml o fiag ygas amgd with ing
which may extond W oy Lkl oupo,

(4), Vuor the semnval af doulus, it is hraly
pravidud, thas thy provisions af sipesgetion (3)
shill not apply e winitpn why Wi
gempelid o umlargn swh sty
seahniyues or sueh sebastion

2E. 1'un-:llly foe vandriventing ol
provisiuas of the At ar e Tor whigh na
wpeeilic |u|nlxhll|w||l in. ”I'II\‘illl‘l'-_!-WlliIUV‘Jl'
coatravenes 1y ol g jrvisions al' this N.':t_ @r
any ries made thergunder, for wlilgh no penaliy
fas been elgawhere pravided iy this Act. giga}] be
punighable witl i o0 8 wean which

mpy extend o thigt mantis or with line, whish

ity extend 10 g housaiid s ar with e -
and I the ease ol quatlissing yentnwention whi
un adilisional ll‘mu which nimy gagnid 1w five
windred rupeos far every diy during which sugh
comirasantian gontinues s conviction lor i

{irst gu:h conlravention.”

From bare reading of sectien 23 of
the PCRMDT Act, it i3 clear that It referes
te a class of percong, who may violate the
provisions of the Act anid Mules thoreundgr
and penaltsr has  been provided fur such
violations. Héwever, gection 25 of the PCPERT
Act is in refarpnce tO ¥ny RErson, who Ry
contravene any of t‘he provisions  of the

PCHNDT At ur Lhir Hules ek thoragngder, Dot

far unich no panalty has been plsgwhere
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provided in the PCPHDT Act,

"It 1s not in dispute that &)l the

petitipners fall within the eategary of class

~of persens as referced g in secticn 23 of

the PCRNDT Acu. The séhuem: of PCREDT ACt deus
net  classify offences, Tive provisions  af
sections 23 and 2% classify the affendars and
not  the offences, At ono  hand, specific
penalty has buen pwuvidgd Tor gertain class
af peewzng, whu gee peleeved i S lion M8 oan

eontrasventian of any provisicn of wthe FUPNOI

renalty has been provided for others, if they
do the same and section 2% is there tu take

care of thom,
A caretul  examdnalion  of  the

provisions of the PCRNDT Act and the Rules of

1996 will revedl that ng penalty has been

provided in the PCPEDT Act for many ¢lass of
persens  and  if  sueh  ¢lass  of  persons
centravenc the pruvisions of tig PCPNG! Acg
or rules rade theroundar, the provisions of

section 25 will applicable in their cases,

Far example, in section 3& no pemclty has

been provided for a persen  dncladig 2
specralicl or o team of specioliste oo Lhe

field of lnfertilitv, who shall. eonduct om

[
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cause e be conducted er ald in copdutting hyl- )
imself or by any other pursen, sgx selectien
on 2 womdn or a mpn or un boeth though it is
specifirelly‘barred. Similarly, in section 20
na penalty has been provided Ffor oa pees s,
who sells any ultrasound machipe or imaging
mpching or sconner or any ather equipment
capable of detecting sex of foetus tg any
unrggistered Geaelic Counselling Centre, efy,
In t.ha case of tha petitipners, section 23 of
the PCPNDT Act is only amalicable a5 all the
petitionars belong to the claas of persens as
referred to in this soction., Thercforg, the
contention of the petitioners ta tte_e*ﬁect
that their 3ction of contravening  the
provisions of the PCPNDT Act and r‘ul.es _maﬁe
thervunder may ke Leeatyd as miner ochncg is
beraft of  any fmurit ang  liable 1o be
rejected,

The hext argumant af tin
pefitinnevs that the complaints against them
have not bean filed by the appropriate
autharity or by the authorized persan is
without any merit secausc 1o cvary complaig
the person, who has submitted the complaint
has clzarly mentioned his/ner authority to

file the complajrt, IL is worthwhile to nole
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that every complaint is mot reguired to t::-
filed by the pppropriate authority only and
any  porson nutha-r-iwd iy the zﬁmgnanriatcz_
gutherity can also file complaint, The Full.
gench of Guitrat High Court in Sue Metw vs.
ftete of dujaret roportod in ISER Grill X1
Jhag held as under:

ROA ceoint reeling of thie akbove pravlaians
would elearly ndivime o welleknn degislative
sehome v ensuring w0 stewd ! vigibint
vilorgymiu of thw provisions o1 e Al diregics
against female foetivide and misuse of pre-natad
diagnostic wehniques. In et e use pf thase
welmigues are resirigied 160 the purpose of
detection of any of Y abooesalities or disearr
NI AT PN IR T P BRI T IR EITY RN PR AR IR
A Tk provisions are ST case oy
cuduct of praanal slivganstiv wohnigues on
preguant woman, rouliving her wriuen gonsent
angl determination of sex of o Joetus is prohibiled
by the provisions of seetivs § pnel 6
Constitwion of ':Appmm'ianu Authorlly” vider
seclign 17 is gicarly muit W ;;'n:im'u paper nml
vii orous implemuenttion of e Ac and it is
expeessly pryseribed as ane of it fungtiens (o
ke Jegal action pgalngy the wse of any sex-
seleption  1gehnique. That  authority,  where
appainted for the whole of o Blate ar Unign
Tervitory, has 10 consist of three members. And
- when it is appointed ivr g part vt Ly Sty or o
Uiy “Territire, 30 condd gopsisr of sn oflieer or
aach rk o e Governmen concerned iy

deem et

5S¢ far a5 the contention of the

by

Koy
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petirianers that aan-reaching of Born-F te

tha anp;opriate suthority before the Fifths
Hay qf. the mopth cunnct be temmed as @
contravention of sub-rule (38) of Rule 9 is
concornad, the same is alse liabis to e
rejeeted  in view  of  tha decigien gf
Coordinate femgh of this Court at Iaipyr
Bengh 3n S.8.Cr.Misc. fetition Ne. 122872013,
Dr. Rgvi Mohan Mahowar vs. State of Rajesthun
gnd Anr. and o bunch of eriminal misc,
petitions decided on ©7.97.3816, wherain it
is #eld that theh viplavign of  various
provisions of the PCPNOT Act and rulas aace
thergunder in reference to Form 'F' gnd Qther
i}luualitics cannot Be lgnorad. The relevant
gortion of thy ordec delud 07.87.2015 is

guoted hereunder:

"ihe other common irgument raised by the
learnest counsel for petitionurs was in referency
w Fornt T I was subivitiadd that incomplyte 6r
sonedithing of Form 1% doed nab amoant (o
aferce. (U3 lookiig W the Bt thal Foem T
cin by subusined b Wy sispartiment an or beliny
appointed duis, hus g be Gl ut oy time.
do ot Tiad substince o s aegument, Whai
Popm B s W Be GHed neture dingnrosiz, then
requeremiznl wforgsan! e be agnured. T
cannot et details ol the patient may be
noted i abie dosage paper o] ten filled in Foom
P oabier b of few s oo esennility,

s s b e vson ab e b
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would by phtvingd on tw Fana 1L saanes by an . .\-" .
i Wk Form, Paros T Gs e ke 15 80 thet odl \'.'.\',,I W
21t et o eoch pakisn are isinhingg! e
are didy vertad e e by opettiog ifaguls
VnPressian ur adghitare oo Qe Fora, b vig af
shove, 1 am umable © deedpt judgmeni of
Moty High Court in e ense ol D Alka
Gsuprsy wheredn Tiling of Forea ', é.ﬂcr fiw
i s is held to be peviissible, The viglation ol
VO RE PT0N (Al e l}|.' Asioamnd Buler sl
heprmndes e wei- et o P M i vt
ilegalition iy b i_',.:lli!ll.'d. '-3 Ly GO D
as lhe urder of gegmisigeye wed geen ordor o
revisional eourt gunnar ke yuashed on e

aforesaid grovm] ©

Full gepch of Qujarat High Court fn

Sue Moty vs. State of Guiarel (supra) has

also taken into consideiration the matter
regarding defficiency and  inacyracy in
keeping the record in prescribed mesnngr and
hald as under:

"(ivy Defivieney or innegiraey iy fiting
Form ¥ preseribed wunder Bale g ool e
Rides mpinde uncey the PNEYT AL, being o
deficiency or inaceuracy in keeping
revard in the preseribed ninnner, it is not
o procedural hpse bat an independont
flepee amentting o contrvantion of
the provisions of suetion 5 or & uf the
PNTYT Act and hay to be trented ane Lejed
aceovdingly. 1L does nef. howovep, mean
Wbt engly jpaceurusey or delidieney in
maintaining the requisite rocord may be
as nerdous as violstion of the provisions of

section §oov 6 of e A and the Court
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vould  be  Jusilfied,  while  inpesing M e

punishment ypen convietion, in wking o
[enient view in cimes of only teshimienl,
formal or ingignificni lapses in Milling up
the s, Por esivuple, hod maislaining
Hae preard of conduetipg wilsusommeply
on a pregnant woman at ol or filling up
incorrect particulars may he taken in oll
serionsness ok i Ve provisions of seetion
g or & were violuwd, bt fscomplite
“details of the Tl o ngd address ol the

JregRil WOmah iy P Leendedd lenienthy
W huer whentity sl o ook v afheegise
mentioned in o wanper sudlivient tu
ichenify sl tragw ber”

This Court is of tho eopinisn that
in the cases of oniy tuchnical, foemal &r
insignificant lapses in f1lling up the ferms
or maintenance of recard, the tripl ceurt ¢an
take a lirient vicw while imposing punjshment
uhqn convictien,

§o far 35 enother contention raised
on bhghalf of the patitioners to the effect
that the trisl courl has taken cognizance
against  the  petitionars o an time  baread

complaints without atfording gpportunity of

nearing (o thew, is alse ronsiderce bur for

rejection anly.
taction 473 CriC enmnowsrs the court
to cxtend peripgd of Jimikatien in certain

cehes If it 1s sabisfiva on ERTTT T SR LIS
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the circumstances of the euse that thg dcl&f““

has been prgperly explained o that it is
necessery  s0 %0 do din the intgrest af
justice,

In L.68.0r, Misg. Fetition

'ﬁ‘\ dlﬁ) \\

v%”

RS .lE.:

Nos.818/2215, 848/2815, 71672003 ano

678/2015, the trial ceyrt, after taking intp
consideration the applicatien under saction
473 CrPC has found .that the reasons for
filing  the  compiaint with  delay  ore
sai!.'-i'.;-l.;I:.Lm'l.ly pepiakngg,  thuteiore, lebore
taking cognizance, acgepted the application
for extension of time while reserving the
right of the accusedspgrsans to  ralse
objectjon regarding condoning the delay,
Later on when tThe decusad-persony ‘Jpchr.ﬂ
before it, the trial gourt has comsiverud
cbjections raiseé by them regarding delay and
decided the samg.

In ~ S.B.CriMlsc. Petition . Hos.

R1B/2 115, 8ng8/2015 and 670/2015%, Lhe

patitioners also approached the revisional

court agalnst the rgjegtion of  their
objections regarding the condenation of delay
and the revisional court has rejected the

rovision peatitivaz. It is neticed that in

those revision petitions, the petitlonees
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have not  taken this  reeend that  Bndoen
conrdon fng, -Lhr: deloy, oo cppertunity  of
hearing vas provided to thum.

Be that as it wuv. the teial couet
b'e-Fope fakin;; copnin o against the
petitioners of th_e above mentioned petitions,

had condoned the delny after satisfying

Titself  from  the reascet piven in the

application for ewiqn tor of  Lime  gpder
segtion 473 CrRC, Henoo. - illogality gan i
found in the erder: rcas<co by thy trial

cqurt.

Many of <he petitloners  hova
appreached this Court ung:r section 482 Cric

aganist the complaints ¢- orders of taking

-

cogaizance ar framing of charges without

filing the revision potitions hefore tThe

revisional courts. The Vanthle Supeeme Court
in MohAit glias Senpu £ 5o vs. State of U.e,
& Anr_, (supra) has bl o o

21 The inention of the Legislature
enagling the Code of Crimingd Proggdure
and the Cesle o Civit Procedure visa-vis
Mo v Ll sionvin o 105 4t v salels
e eonciudad Uit b e et
reinaeds proviled o s ol appond o
revision (he inhareni pover under Section
ARY CrPCoor Section 151 CBC connetd gnd

e shoukl not be restored 19.”
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Fhug, law laid down by the Hon'ble 5unpeﬁhnﬂ

Court in ahave peferred cos: al:o diseptitles
thuye potitiontn . 1o g0 L Cb B U
{ourt undar suction b

In  soma.  of  the :ases,. the
petitieners have approached thy revisional
courts  against  the  orders  of  taking
cognizance or  framing  <F  c¢ ooy apd Tho
vy kil oty o Pasand Chernar
revision petvitions, However, the petitioners

have c¢hallenged the erders of pevisional

ceurt by way of crisilesl wiio. petitions,

Esééé;i;iif -tho crimic. a0 petivions
filodl in the potdtionees Gpaar B aedors
of the revisional courts are in fact secoad
revision petitions, which are spaeifically
barred as per the provisiony of seetign 397
(3) crac. '

& Coordingre o 0 . sRig fouer 1p
Ashish Singhal ws, State orf ujasthan & Ao,

{supra} nas held as under:

"It wanld, fugther, be necessie 1 ohsarve (hat

afier eyhauating e o o,
pelisinn under Seglion, oo IEHE R
bemantapable eavern we o cran ce Gy, U

vihierwing copsidatvd (o b natline b g sl
rovikion petitian barred by the provisions of

Crlh | de nat fingd that o ease of exegptional
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puuﬁcrﬁuuuk:nnIhruﬂunnmthnuﬁumuwuinthu’”
arder of Resisionst Court o eatemain this
peLivion under Ryedor SR B0 thas fur ol
thesy ruusans upd  Thading no o oweril i jhis

- griminal misc. petition, it is dismisged.”
in the &r., Mise, PRatitiens fFiled
pgeinsx the orders of revisional courts, the
iparnad counsels hsve fajled to show any
axceptional circumstance: Yo maintaih fhgge
petiticns, therefore, the same gre also not
liable to bo entorealnnd.

I _have 2lsg scumned the materisl

Petrition HNo.584/2812 and found rhat the
petitioners have filed this revision petition
2g2inst the order passed by the Speeial

Additlonpl Chief Judiecis) Mapistrate (POPROT

Act  Cases)  Jodhpur Mqtrupuiitan without

filing the révisiqn petdtion before the
cqncernad rovisiona) court. Hepge, the same
is not maintainable. Otherwise also, the
Special ACIM (PCPNDT At Tases), after taking
material

into consideration ti entire

available on recerd haz orderad for framing
Qf charges agalnst the petitipnenrs .fnr the
offance punishable under scction (1) and 23
wopuing Lot

the material available o corard, this Court

LA 0 Rovisine
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gvailable on record to Framu aterement loned

chargos against the petitiongrs.

The judgﬁentﬁ eisnd by the lparaed
coungels for petiticngeg need oo elzpgratien
as fagts of (hose {a5eS dintinguitiabhle
so a5 the ratio propuunded Lhirrein, |

In view of the shove digcussians, !
de net find any merit 1in thege petitipns.
Hence, ail tne erimingl misc. petitions as

wall a% the ©provision petition

C($.8.6r. Rovigion  vetibien fp.sA4/1@10)  are

dlsmisird. Stay omdur pasged By this Cqurt
are vacated. Stay patitiens 8lso sepnd
gigmissad. )

Befor. nartin: Jith the matters, I
would @ike te add that PUognoant IR RN
that in Indian S;Cioty di;criminatiou against
girl child still prevails oithﬁr as there is
no chanpe in the mind-set or there is 2lso
ipsufficienl efucaticn. T nfter pansiny of
64 years of dndepengoncy, we are not in a

positicn to change montal  set-up  which

Cfavours a male ¢hild against 2 female,

Advance technology &8 baing used for removal
of {fouatus. The misusc of modorn sclence ang

tochnolegy by proventing the birth of il
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child by sex determinotion befere birth and™o . -
thergafter abartion is evident fram 2611 44

Cenrgys figurns which reveal graater decling

in sex ratic in soveral Styztes and the State
of Pajesthan is 2lso act an exception, An
actiyitQ far sex selegtion hos wvery  grave
social canspuences ag it in

nay ragult

digrurbing the balance in th: male Temale

ratio. Earlier methods of fomale foetlelde
werg rolatively confined to Iimited sectien
gf the population but new-a-days by using thy

morden scientific metheds, which thp PCPMDT

Act seeks to bring its purviow, sex selectlon

hns  becose o rampant phenpmeng  which  has
affectad every strata of soveiaty, In vigw of
abhove fTact situation, str;ct ccmpliance' of
the provisions of the PCPNDT Act and_ the
rules made thercuhder is the noed of the day,

o Ll L TR

apainpst the

petitioners for the commission of offences

wnder the PCEMRT Act arc pending belore the

trial courts fram long period, therefore, it
1s dirccted that the ¥rdp)l courts shall try
and decidee cuch cases with utanst priority.

Seel
FVTIAY' RISHNGL], D,
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