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“What the Investigating Officer submitted is that it was not necessary to
recorZ in the charge-sheet the caste of the first informant and/ or that of the
accused; and it was not necessary to collect any evidence of their castes because
the castes of the parties are clear from their very surname. According to him,
everything depends on the surname; and, therefore, it is not necessary to collect
any evidence in the course of investigation showing the accused persons to be
not of any Scheduled Caste/ Scheduled Tribe, and/ or the first informant, or the
victims, to be of Scheduled Caste and/ or Scheduied Tribe.

This notion of the Investigating Officer, which dispenses with the
necessity of collecting any evidence regarding the caste of the accused and/ or
the victim, in all cases under the Scheduled Castes/ Scheduled Tribes
(Prevention of Atrocities) Act, ought to be brought to the notice of the Director
General of Police, Uttar Pradesh. Hence, a copy of this order be forwarded to
the Director General of Police, U.P. for his information and such action, as he
thinks fit and proper, in the matter.”
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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD. LUCKNOW BENCH

?Court No. - 18

Case :- U/S 482/378/407 No. - 5243 of 2016

Applicant :- Mata Prasad Trigathi & Anr.

Opposite Party :- State Of U.E. & Anr. '

Counsel for Applicant :- Anubhav Prakash,Mohammad Ehiasham. Khan

Counisel for Opposite Party :- Govt. Advocate '

Hon'ble Abhay Mahadeo Thipsay,J. . . ' : '

Pursuant to the direction given by this Court, a complete copy of the police report and the accompanying documents has
been fumished by the leamed counsel for the petitioners, which is taken on record. C :
The Investigating Officer is present with case diarv.

Heard the leamed counsel for the petitioner and the leamed Additional Govemment Advocate.

Issue notice to the opposite parties, retumnable on 19.10.2016. ,

Notice to indicate that the petition may be decided finally. at the admission stage itself.

The leamed Additional Govemment Advocate waives service of notice on behalf of the opposite party No.1.
in the meantime, the Special Court shall not frame a charge in respect of the offence punishable under Secticr 3(1)(X)cf]
Scheduled Castes/ Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of Atrccities) Act against the petitioners. o

When this order was being passed, the Investigating Officer interrupted and indicated that he wanted to make some
submissions before the Court. He was, therefore, permitted by me to make his submissions, in spite of the presence of
the ieamed Additional Government Advacata, '

What the Investigating Officer submitted is that it was not necessary to record in the charge-sheet the caste of the first
informant and/ or that of the accused; and it was not necessary to coilect any evidence of their castes because ihe
castes of the parties are clear from their very sumame. According to him, everything depends on the sumame: and,
therefore, it.is not necessary to collect any eviderce in the course of investigation showing the accused persons to be
not of any Scheduled Caste/ Scheduled Tribe, and/ or the first informant, or the victims, to be of Scheduled Caste and/

or Scheduled Tribe,

caste of the accused and/ or the victim, in all cases under the Scheduled Castes/ Scheduled Tribes (Prevention of
Atrocities) Act, ought to be brought to the notice of the Director General of Police, Uttar Pradesh. Hence, a copy of this
order be forwarded to the Director General of Police, U.P. for his information and such action, as he thinks fit and proper,
in the. matter. : : ’

The Director General of Police be requested to acknowledge the receipt.
Stand over to 19.10.2016. o :

[Abhay Mahadeo Thipsay, J.]
Order Date :- 29.8.2016 /Mustageem
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