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“3. A very disconcerting fact has come to light upon examination of the
charge-sheet brought on record alongwith objections filed on behalf of State.
Although the victim has been introduced as a minor, the Investigating Officer
has indicated her name not only in the statements but also in the charge-sheet
despite repeated enunciation on that aspect by Constitutional Courts that names
of minor victims are not required to be disclosed. It also appears that in the
statement of victim under Section 183 BNSS, she has specifically stated that
the incident had occurred in the presence of her younger brother. However, the
charge-sheet does not indicate the younger brother as a witness and therefore,
obviously, his statement has also not been recorded. There is no indication in
the charge-sheet as to why a person nominated as an eyewitness has been

excluded from the charge-sheet.

4. In view of such circumstances, the Director General of Police, U.P. is
directed to initiate an inquiry against the Investigating Officer with regard to
Case Crime No. 328 of 2025 registered in Police Station Achalganj, District
Unnao with regard to the aforesaid aspects and to submit a report before this
Court alongwith any remedial measures that may have been taken or are

required to be taken.”

2, A erqrreli @ g ARt vd arde /aifererl d1 ugaE S MY

FE YT Gadd sferdl B R e @ Wdy # Hio Hdied T
g1 Re aifaar (fafaer) wer 565 /2012, Nipun Saxena & Another v. Union of India
& Others # f&=i@ 11.12.2018 @ wiRd fofa § RA A Ade & gurer gg Sl
aRYS W-09 /2019 f&ifdha 08.022019 @ wreem & Ay fnfa f&d ™ €



3_

Wmnﬁmammﬁﬂwsﬂﬁé&ﬁa%mﬁﬁ@ammm
2, S99 favg PRITE BT T |
AN,
W)
)
1. 9 gford smge, SR wey
2

"o wated ey gR1 Re mifdys (Rifaa) wean s65 /2012 Nipun Saxena &
Another v. Union of India & Others ¥ fR+1& 11122018 & w¥ev-43 @ ff5-5 v 6 #
mm@mﬁwmmamzhmﬁgﬁm/mam
TR W WA wRERG B Preraa AR fsar o 2—

43. In view of the aforesaid discussion, we issue the following directions:

in the public domain.

6. All the authorities to which the name of the victim is disclosed by the investigating agency
or the court are also duty bound to keep the name and identity of the victim secret and not
disclose it in any manner except in the report which should only be sent in a sealed cover to the
investigating agency or the court.




