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Petitioner came with a grievance of violation of human rights at
the hands of the police who subjected him to mental and physical

torture, extracted llegal gratification from him to evade prosecution

and compelled him to approach Anti Corruption Bureau, Jalgaon to

trap and apprehend the erring police officers. Detail oral and

documentary evidence came to be tendered by both the parties during
course of trial and after considering the pro and cons of the
controversy, complaint came to be partially allowed vide order

13.01.2020. The operative part of the order reads thus:

“Therefore, in view of the foregoing discussions, nNot
issued to the concerned Police officer and officiais u/s. 16 oi

the Protection of Human Rights Act, 1993 stands recalled and
the complaint as such stands closed and disposed off.

However, at the same time, the Commission has 10 take note
of the fact that so far as the charges of corruption are
concerned, are relating to an incident of year 2017 and though

the investigation seems to be at its fag end with the proposal
for sanction of the prosecution under consideration of the

higher supervisory authority. A direction to expedite the
aforesaid process on priority basis is necessary so as o meet
ends of justice. Even otherwise the law expects a prompt and
conscious decisions in such serious matters and the

Commission expresses a hope that the supervisory authority
would make all attempts to process the sanction at the earliest
so that matter can be decided on merit by competent Court o7
I aw. With these observations, the complaints stands clioscd
and disposed off. Ordered accordingly.

3 This order is sought to be reviewed by taking recourse to the
orovisions of Order 47 Rule 1 riw. Sec. 114 CPC on the ground that
subsequent to the aforesaid order, his contenticns / accusations

agamst the emng police officers were upheld by the High Court in the
--!f.etltlon mentioned above. Observations made in para 20 to 22

1 A

. :;';, f:“y relevant for our purpose and reads thus:

5 %?5*‘” a The aforesaid material shows that from the noon time of
E f’l‘? ﬁ?r : 17 to the evening time of 1 3/01/2017 the petltloner was
i detained b -the aforesaid two Constables and P. I. Hire. 70
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B C::fn;zde. There are statements recorded U/S. 164 of Cr.
'_ € pelitioner and the Home-guard and they are

2201\!\;1 téhaaft the pfztltloner \fvas allowed to leave at that time.
sh;:w thatot:"esald_r_ecord IS more than sufficient to prima-facie
o ft‘: petitioner was_ detained by P. I. Hire and his two
ey om the noon time of 12/01/2017 till at least 7.30
4 : 1.2(!1 7. He was detained by saying that the lady had
?e cendcomplamt that she was raped by the petitioner. The
12!5);1 shows that the petitioner was taken to AXIS Bank on
01 2017 and also on 13/01/2017. On 12/01/2017 the
:::eﬁtmner couid not withdraw the amount as the business
Oours were closed. It is the case of the petitioner that after

also. There is allegation that th P

: €re was demand of
amount and mobile handset of petitioner was t;?s; ii
custody of the aforesaid two Constables ang th o
Separate demand of money from them.” e

CPC which reads thus:

- “(1) Any person considering himself aggrieved-

- * By adecree or order from which an a

1 LA, Nt

TL:':‘:’ T T A TR oy L
& f" = ademsnon on a reference from a Coyrt of

- from no appeal has been preferred, Pref alioied, but

ﬁy a decree or order from which NO appeal is allowed. o
| s OT

g
e

Scanned by CamScanner

& Scanned with OKEN S



not within his knowledge or could not be produced by him

at the time when the decree was passed or order made, or
on account of some mistake or error apparent on the face

of the record or for any other sufficient reason, desires to
obtain a review of the decree passed or order made against
him, may apply for a review of judgment to the Court which

passed the decree or made the order.”

S. Apparently, the subsequent development viz the conclusive
findings of the High Court reproduced supra above came into
existence almost after nine months of the passing of the order by this

Commission as the impugned order was passed on 13.01.2020 while

the order by the High Court came to be passed on 13.10.2020.

The dictionary meaning of Review is ‘reconsideration and as

verb’ it means ‘to see and examine again”. In judicial parlance it

means the judicial re-examination of case in certain specified and

prescnbed curcumsfans?”as*enumerafed t/s. 114 and Order 47, Rule
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passed:

Accordin
gly for the reasons discussed above, following order is

a) Review stands allow.

b) f\lotices Ws. 16 of Protection of Human Rights Act, 1993 be
ISsued to Pl Shri Baliram Hire, PC Shri Kailash Ingle, PC 501
Kiran Thakare attached at the relevant time with Yaval Police
Station, Dist. Jalgaon through Director General of Police,
Maharashtra State, Mumbai to show cause as to why powers
u/s. 18 of Protectlon of Human nghts Act. 1993 should not be
_%ln'mked agal = S

) llrlectol:ﬁ"@e f Police, Maharashtra State to submit report
f"'" Ry ‘.““.'-.."- L_" A .1 ' ;.:'-:'Iﬁ;"“ =: - I

stei taken in complying and

“I:; Omff ssed by the High Court as
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(Before Hon’ble Member Shri. M.A. Sayeed)

Review Case No: 912/13/12/2022
(In 1367/2017 with 707/2018 & 2147/2017)

SUMMONS

(The Protection of Human Rights Act, S. 13 & under the Regulation 19 and 24 of Mtj
Commission (Procedure) Regulations 20011, for appearance in person)

Jharashtra State Human Rights

To. o
mlc Director General of Police 2. PI- Baliram Hire
- Maharashtra State, PC- Kailash Ingle
- Colaba, Mumbai. PC- Kiran Thakare, Yaval Police Station, Jalgaon
| Through
| Director General Of Police
| Maharashtra State, Colaba, Mumbai

——

'QSion 1 in person or
You are hereby summoned to appear before Commission in court room no 21np

through duly authorized agent on _1_3/02/2_024 at 11.00 a.m., and thereafter, t0 submit response to the

complaint.

You are further directed to submit your response in writing with relevant documents upon

which you intend to rely in respect of your defence.

man Rights Commission,
Mumbal.

v Encl : Copy Of Proceeding dtd. 30.11.2023, Review Application & (Order of 1367/2017 with
707/2018 & 2147/2017)

##%%Note: - Respondent to appear and submit Report and Explanations (hard copies)

with relevant documents as per roceeding and serve its co to Complainant to

facilitatte submission of Rejoinder.

Pl. Acknowledge this mail and further information contact phone No. 022-22073434 (Email- court2-

mshrc@mah.gov.in)
Copy to Review Petitioner:-

shah.saddam877@gmail.com Dist. Jalgaon

You can personally attend or Join Zoom Meeting
https://zoom.us/j/93823586307?pwd=UzIIMENVZ1VLUWFOdjdnMWIvSit2UT09

Saddam Shah Khalil Shah The Superintendent of Police
At Post.Kingaon, Tal. Yaval, Dist. Jalgaon Jalgaon

Meeting ID: 938 2358 6307

Passcode: 768559
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