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" The Hon'ble Supreme Court summoned the said DySP for making an incorrect
statement in the Counter affidavit. A personal apology has been fied by the DySP in the
matter The Hon'ble Court orally observed that in many cases of the State of UP,
criminal antecedents are given by the police officers on affidavit of of the the State
ing the current status of such cases, thereby misleading the Hon'ble

without reveal
Court. In view thereof,

the Hon'ble Court has thereafter orally directed the State of UP to place on record
before the Hon'ble Court the following-

J- Whether the digital records maintained by the State of UP have a mechanism to

show the criminal antecedents of a criminal?
2. Whether the status of such crimes on the state portal are regularly updated or not?
3. Whether there are any instructions issued to the various Police Stations of the State
that require the officers who file any affidavit before any Court of law in any case,
to place on record the criminal antecedents of the accused alongwith the latest

status update of such antecedents?
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Further, the Hon'ble Supreme Court had orally observed that in many cases involving
the State of Uttar Pradesh, the criminal antecedents of accused persons were mentioned
without giving the current status pending or whether the accused was acquitted of such
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antecedents, whether the cases are or whether the accused was convicted, etc, The
Hon'ble Supreme Court was pleased to direct the L.d. Additional Advocate General of
the State of Uttar Pradesh, Mrs. Garima Prashad, Senior Advocate, to get instructions
from the State of Uttar Pradesh on a mechanism to rectify the same, and also whether
the database maintained with the State of Uttar Pradesh regarding the status of cases
filed against an accused is periodically updated or not."
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