s i

[nvestigat .1 4(D) zi11yrestigati()ﬂ’ includes 4, )
p.C. -for the collection of evidenm
S “Ca
jice officer Of by any person, ther thana
0 Magistrate In this behgj |

"t

rized by . '
tho tigation consists of Ste

ove that Inves ! |
an a Magistrate to ascerty,

itted at all and, if gq b
(fence has been commi Ty
whether va):/hc;t is the evidence on which the prosecution can
whom an also be made by a person SPeCially

pased. Investigation can

authorized by a Magistrate t
An inquiry and investigation are not synonymous but ar,

ifferent, (1999 Cr.LJ. 1846) Investigation usually Starts on t
information relating to the commission of the offence given {,
the officer in charge of the police station and duly recordeg
under section 154 of the Code. Taking out warrant of arrest
arresting the accused, seizure, search etc. form some part of an
investigation. An inquiry is a proceeding conducted by ;
Magistrate or a Court in order to determine the truth or falsity of |
a certain fact before an accused is charged with an offence. The
object of an inquiry is to determine the truth or falsity of certain
facts in order to take further action thereon while the object of an
investigation is to collect evidence. While an inquiry may stdts
with shadowy beginnings, investigation starts when a polic
officer forms' a definite opinion that there are grounds for
investigating a crime. (AIR 1968 Mad 117) Inquiry stops wher
the trial begins. (1975 Ker L] 703). . - | ;

2, Investigation by CIA.

c(mduct
Magistrate, wh

m ab
be seen from
:;lf:rlldbyea police officer other th

o is au

o do so.

conferrzgwlf; s t;)SéquEStlgate a cognizable offence has bee"
police station hay ( )CrPC on any officer incharge of the
limits of such av1r;g ]ur'ls.d%dlon over the local area within t*
incharge of pohﬁeo ltce-StahOn'. CIA personnel is not offic”
vithin  limits f s at}on having jurisdiction over local are®
OF Ppolice station whg could investigate ]
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cognizable offence nor y,

- officer incharge of poljce .
tati
investlgate a cognizable Offence (perSOImel's b

. P n
3, The principle Purpose of LD 1997 g¢ 108) ower t,

offender, and in the reconstructi

the crime in order that, at the t:it;?r;foaf c?llf:zzlt:nion?eued. witl
of what occurred may be presented so as to lea\,zea nr:?jg 1cbtu?e
the minds of the jurors or Judge regarding the guilt or inr?oct mt
of the accused. “Encyclopaedia Britannica”. 1768, Edition 1;;0
(Vol. 12). The other object of investigation is to collect evidence.
(1994 P.Cr.L.J. 744). |

4. Challan------Defined.

~ The word “challan” does not figure anywhere in the .
Code, whereas, the same finds mention in the Police Rules.
Investigation of criminal case and resultant arrival by the police
- at conclusions regarding guilt or innocence of an accused person
lie within the domain and prerogative of the police over v\'fhlfh
no other authority has any control. What a Magistrate can msi:?f
1.O. should be to submit his report u/s 173 mcofp"“‘tmf;3 ;:
final opinion. A challan is not a substitute for a report u/s 175

- d
challan is to be submitted by the police only when somée accuse

s recommended to be tried. (PLJ 2001 Cr. (k2P 182);\ .
+h the technicall
" Courts should not be hampered with tse173 < p.C. both

p : i jgation U T
oalan oF  fival FpOrt € mvrfisitrllgg to the scheme of things N

are one and the same thing acco



mer=

104 ort of investigation 1s kﬂow

final re€pP 14 N
rally the Cr.LJ. 244) t
Cr.PCdit;sr;i hallan (2003 P |
l‘Cferre ion of w
ant proY™®  dealing w;
5. Relev Jevan gections of CI‘-P-E(L) B g l;g'lth i,
The 1 ed allan are as follows. =/ Cr,pQ f,
0 tiga n an 7 -
mit ;’oil;ice ules 25.1t0 250 e e |
anc 1t Cognizable cases LP
ni

e study of sections 154 ar;\d 135 leads n tQZ |
ion that u/s 154 a statutory duty asthee? Fast o, |
o incharge of police station to enter e informag,
the Off.lcer InC ission of any Cognizable offence in register y,
regarding comm cribed by the provincial Government. Ty |

orm of which 15 pres | by §
;o m is known as FIR in common parlance. As regards recqrdmg |
‘ ' on of a non-cognizap |

i i ing | missi
of information relating to com 95 7
offence an other book is prescnbedand it is in that book thy |

<ubstance of such information is recorde‘d'. Thls ?on is known |
1 “Roznamcha” or “Station Diary”. It 1s 1 this “Roznamachy’ "

the conclus

that such information is recorded and generally the informanto
complainant is sent away without action -by the police after
being given a copy of report so entered. However, in subsection
(2) of section 155 of the police officer wants to investigate suc
information, he has to obtain order from the Magistrate. Sectio
136(1) of the Code empowers the officer incharge of a polic
f\;{a“?f‘ to investigate any cognizable case without order of ¢
Magistrate. (1954 P.Cr.L.J. 2381). When law requires a thing ¥

be donein a particular :
ar manner 1t o v ik (
or not at all. (1993 P.Cr.LJ. 205) "ght £ be done i fhatina'™ |

7.

Preparation of site plan

. Prep.arati(m of site

¢ Investigating Office
assistance of g technical
Making of map b Ct? g
case.(1995 PCrL, '{H)w

Plan by the ex

ert is n onl i
r con p ecessary ony " |

an Slders 1t proper to have e
Polf Othetwlse there is no bar to the |
Ice Officer who investigates the:



8.  Who can Investigate.

Section 156 Cr.P.C. doe
_ o e S not lay d :
terms that the investigation cannot bg Ca(r)ri’:dln any mandator
other than the SHO in fact, the i out by an Officer

| : on expressl i
SHO to depute one of his Officers not belgw tsh}e, ::r:}l:o(:;ZZSSIﬂ:e
0

proceed, to the spot and investigate )

of the case. FIR recorded by St%b-Ing;:chtaocsso?n;ofilcfuxitan(;es
conducted raid, arrested the accused and initiated p;oce:d?nso
against him, held, in absence of penal consequences provisio;g\:.
of section 21(2) of control of Narcotic Substances Act, 1997
cannot be said to be mandatory in nature. High court, in view of
directory nature of provisions, refused to quash FIR (1998
P.Cr.LJ. 828, PLD 1971 SC 671, 197 P.Cr.L.J. 124, PLD 1993 SC
399, PLD 1994 SC 281 Rel.). “'

9, SHO himself complvainant.

Police Officer is not prohibited under law to be a
complainant if he is a witness to the commission .qf an offence
and also to be an Investigating Officer, s0 long as it does not, ;1;
any way, prejudice the accused person. (PLD 1997 5C 408, (1995

MLD 1237 not approved)).

- 10.  Procedure where cognizable offenc
157 Cr.P.C. |

Section 157 pro’vides

e suspected section

» » . l
that if commission of cognizable

. 154 or from
. . 1” l.e‘ 134 !
offence is suSPected from”’informanon received a police gtation
other s¢ . s the officer incharge 0f 2 P ) offence
er source, arousing i f COgmzab e

\ jssion O (
reason to suspect about the comm
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port of the matter to Magistragg oy

f proceed, in person or depy, IR‘&
‘nate officer, as prescribed by the Government to Proqeels

subordinate ho shall investigate the facts and circumst ance, q

to the SPot‘g if necessary takg measure for the discove, : I?f

the C.asef atx;le offender. Sending of repor.t to tbe Magistrate,d

gt re?;i (;nt it is intended to keep the Magistrate informeq o :Z

:lrt\;:bllechin; to take action u/s 159, if necessary.

The report contemplated upder sgcti;ms 158dand 159,
the report which the police officer is require to send u/s 157 % |
the Code and has reference to a preliminary report at a g, :
when either the investigation is not comgleted or the pole,
officer has acted under subsection (2) of section 157 of the Cog, -

(1972 SCMR 516).
11,  Where SHO sees no sufficient ground for investigatio,

he shall forthwith send re

imsel
jurisdiction and shall himse

It is not incumbent upon the police officer tohay,
investigated the offences if in view of section 157(1)(b) j
appears to him that there is no sufficient ground for entering op
an investigation but even in that case a police office in obedienc
to the provisions of section 157(2) Cr.P.C. has to state in hj
report his reasons for not fully complying with the requirements
of subsection (1)(b) of section 157 and must have forthwith
notified the informant the fact that he will not investigate the
case from cause it to be investigated. (PLD 1969 Pesh. 109)
Where incharge of the police station finds that there is not
sufficient reasons for investigation, such officer is empowered
u/s 157 Cr.P.C. not to investigate such case and had only to send

reasons to the concerned Magistrate and notify the same to the
informant. (2001 P.Cr.L J. 199).

12.  Report u/s 157 how submitted.

Section 158 Cr.P.C,
157 CrP.C. 1t provides tha
shall, if the Provincial G
through such superior off;
point in this respect. The g

relates to submission of report u/s
t report sent to Magistrate u/s 15
overnment so directs be submi“ed
cer of police as the government mé
uperior officer may give instruction 0
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the in charge of police ot
same to the Magistrate

13.

. e thinks fi
without delay. s fit, and transmit the

prov1ded in this code. (Section 159 Cy P.C )’ the case in manner

thinks fit either to take no f
urther steps, or to
’ tak ni
;‘lﬁsoii?if; 1111/ s 190(1)(b) or proceed u/s 203. ((§3§°§" VIVZ ance of
owever, does not empower a Magistrate to 11;;;?)

: pOIice investigation. (AIR 1949 Lah. 204) )

14. Police officers, power . |
' ’ to
sectiop 160 Cr.P.C. require attendance—--—-

Section 169 Cr.P.C. empowers the police officer to require
a.tte.ndance.» of wl.,tnesses. before himself of any person within the
limits of his police station who appears to be acquainted with
the circumstances of the case. The order must be in writing. The
police officer under this section has not been authorized to
require the attendance of an accused person with a view to his
answering the charge. (7 Mad 274 (FB)) A person who fails to
comply with order of the police may be prosecuted for

disobedience under section 174 PPC. (24 Cal. 320).

15. Examination of witnesses by police Scope of section 161

Cr.P.C.

" the statement of th
officers during the course O
Ziminis in detail or in 8IS
" statement recorded u/s '161. Thes
verbatim form or in the sha
statements in the boiled form e p.C, the 3 cus
may be treated as statement U s 161(3) LI-F~

ned by the police
d recorded in the
ed to be the

may be in

e witnesses exami

f investigation an
t form are consider
e statements
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1"5 opies of these statezr;;)n;, Subject to
C |

nd ors 162 (PLD 1996 Lo ZE70 RO det
exception provide ded. (PLD 1979 5C 33) "

ob | CrPC. any police officer making |
6 ho‘rized to examine orslly any perg,
estigation has : 1 the facts and circumstanceg of
mined 1S bound to answer al

lated to the case put to him by the lrllgesﬁgation
te : : ou .

. tasuch questions, answers to which ‘I/\t’ r ftelf‘d. him
officet If to a criminal charge or to penaity or forteityre
to expose himse n writing any statement magg

. it 1
. er ma I'Educe 1 . . . .
The police Qtft?c cours); of an examination in which case, 5
to him In the

' ion 161 Cr.P.C. the police

1.4 in sub-clause (3) of section
P;z:;:lei lgu:; bound to make a separafe 'record of such
:tatements and include them in the police diaries prepared u/g

172 Cr.P.C. (1995 P.Cr.L.J. 1124).

Statement recorded under section 161 Cr.P.'C.. are not
privileged even if recorded in the body of the case diaries. Such
statements are public documents within meaning of Art. 49,
Qanun-e-Shahadat, 1984 and are per se relevant under the said
Article. Privilege stated in section 172 Cr.P.c. is not of absolute
nature and provisions of Qanun-e-Shahadat, 1984 are

independent of the criminal Procedure Code, 1898. (PLD 2003
Lah. 290).

The person S0 &4

questions re

16.' Purpose of recording the statement of witnesses by
police under section 161 Cr.P.C.

" PurPose of recording the statement of witnesses by police
er section 161 Cr.P.C. is to enable the accused to prepare his

defence. B
efo of the trial accused must know

Supplem ‘
. entary state )
case diaries, are i y ments of witnesgeg incorporated In

on
CrP.C. (1987 P.Cr.L.Jssfggce and substance statements u/s 16!
25 ¢ ) Crpc I.O. > ) Unde.r Section 161 read with section

_ + fan examjne witnesses, who are to be
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roduced subsequently in sy

. _ pport of prosecuti .
their statements are §upphed to the accused beli:)n and copies of
commencement of trial. (PL] 1996 Crl. Cases 1527(7587))days rom

17. Confrontation of statement

Statement of witnesses
through a plievious statement, C;(\‘Cl?écifsidub/ stl:?l Cr.P.C. even
urPoses of gstabhghing a contradiction yor ‘.aCcusec! for the
credit of the witness in the manner provided in Sléntpeachmg the
1999 SC ?161) when they give evidence durin ~thce‘?r" }62. .
prosecution cannot rely upon such statementsg for Hat, b.ut the
the same are not legal evidence against the accusecfo(nl;l;;;/%[j;

' 1635(FSC))-
18. Evidentiary value.

‘Statements u/s 161 are not evidence - i
(1971 P.Cr.LJ. 275, 1997 MLD 1745) it is’if,faelv‘?f‘;ﬁ?ﬁﬁf’
against lits maker, (1997 MLD 1257 + 1987 MLD 825) nor c*ue'i
furnish a base for trial, 1997 MLD 745 or conviction. (19‘95
P.Cr.L]. 248 = PLJ 1994 Cr.C. 473). But it can be used for a

limited purposes of contradicting the statement of a witness, to

-honest improvement. (2003 YLR 2700) and to test the
Such

art of

prevent dis
degree of his authenticity and for no other purpose.

statement cannot be used to corroborate or explain any p
prosecution evidence. (1990 P.Cr.L.J. 1765).

19.  Statement of witness recorded after delay.

n witnesses recorded after some
ly on the ground of delay,
d to explain the delay by -
therwise their credibility
u/s 161 reduced
tion. (2003 YLR

Statement of prosecutio
delay cannot be brushed aside mere
but however, the prosecution boun

satisfactory and cogent reasons, O
becomes doubtful, late recording of statement
its value to nil unless there is p]ausible explana

761,1996 SCMR 1553).
20.  Statement to police.

Section 162 Cr.P.C. provides tha
icer in the cours

t no statement made‘by
e of an investigation

any person to a police otf
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under this Chapter S’t”' nor shall

making 1T, . .
the Pe}rizﬁether in a police diary or otherwise or any p,
ereo

th

such statement

Investigation & Challan

hall, if reduced into writing, be Signe

any statement or any reCQy
'q

tt
or record, be used for any purpose except f

(1)  bythe accused, and

dicting the witne
for the purpose of contra 4
(2) provided. by section 140 of the Qanun-e-Shap, d:t

Order 1984.
Under Articles 140 and 151(3) of Qanun-e-shaha da
Order, 1984 the previous

statement of witness can be used.

21.

(1)  Under Art. 140 to contradict the witness.

(2)' Under Art. 151 to impeach his credit; and

.(3)  Under Section 157, to corroborate his_ testimony,
Power to record statements and confession.

Methodology of recording judicial confession is laig

under section 164, Cr.P.C. read with section 364 Cr.P.C. The
latter contains the instructions and the procedure to be followe(
by the Magistrate who records the confessional statement.
Important features of section 164, Cr.P.C. mentioned in clause 4
of Chapter 13 of Volume III of Lahore High Court Rules and
Orders, reads as follows:- | lyi

are:-

Some important features of section 164 as it stands

(a) Statements or confessions made in the course of an
Investigation can be recorded only by a Magistrate of
- the Ist class or a Magistrate of the second class Whe

has been Specially empowered by the Provincial
Government,

(b) ConfESSiQn must be recorded and signed in ¢
manner provided in section 364 Cr.P.C.
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(c) Before recording any such confessi
shall explain to the person mna Eisslgorilt t:;\e Magistrate

bound to make a confession, and if he does so it
may

be used in evidence against hi
against h
must be removed, (199% P.Cr.LT&%SIzg)ar of the accused

(d) The memorandum set forth in sect;
tion 164(3
appended at the foot of the record of the cog\f)e;:itclnsnt *

(e) No Mag1str§te .shall record any such confession unless
upon questxonlng the person making it he has reasch
to believe that it was made ‘voluntarily, failure to

question has been held to vitiate the confess;
T a5). confession. (ILR 2

(f) It is H_Ot necessary that the Magistrate receiving or
recording a confessional statement should be a

Magistrate having jurisdiction in the case. (PLD 1993
Lah. 345). |

(g) It should not be exculpatofy, should be voluntary and
true. (2002 P.Cr.L.J. 1072). | |
22.  FIR amounting to confession.

It is settled law that FIR ' which amounts to a confession is -
ot admissible as being a confession made to a police officer.

(AIR 1948 Lah. 19).

23.  Self-exculpatory statement. )

In case of Haqg Nawaz Vs. State (2000 SCMR 785) the

Hon'ble Supreme Court has laid certain principle for the
confessional statement to be admitted in evidence some of
which are . ) :

(i) thatit should not be exculpatory;

(ii) the same should be voluntary; and a
(iii) it should be true if not the confessional statement i 0
be kept out of

-

consideration.
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Jpatory statement of the accused ‘anng,
. exculps |
Self ex 3 fesSiOn- (I)LD q

treated as coll

108).

1965 Dacca |
ulpatory confess1on.

tory confessional statement can lawfy)

, A
ly against its maker but also againgy Othqd
Ny

24. Inc

An inculpa

t on
-alidly be used no ‘ .
z‘:cqcilseyd persons. (1992 P.Ci .L.J. 1304)

~ r.P.C. are almost the

The Statem/e.ntl(:; /ér?r(z.zl(j.cln Nisar Muhammad V. iyh:f
th(l’,s‘;{(golrs;sl;és;_ 115, it has been observed that a Statemes
lZI;ql 164 Cr.P.C. is no evidence against the accused. Ya.rf)o Alipg
Ya; Muhammad V. The State (19§9 P.Cr.L..]. 1580) is 2 o
where it is reiterated that the appraisal of evidence of 2 Witng
making confessions before the Court cannot be made in Contey
of their statement recorded u/s 164, Cr.P.C. In Bhushan. Smgh y
Emperor AIR 1946 PC 38, whose statements we.re r.ehed upoy
 but it was depreciated by the Privy council calling it to be 4,
| improper use of such statement. No doubt a statement u/s 14 |
Cr.P.C. can be used for cross-examining the witness who madej
and a result can be achieved accordingly but the mere recording

thereof does not establish that whatever the witness stated was
true. (1995 MLD 515).

25.  Search by Police Officer.

Before obtaining search warrant the Magistrate is undera
bounden duty to apply his mind to allow permission or to refuse
it. He should at least examine the Police Officer making the
request and if possible put him questions to satisfy his mind
T;]hgre should be some semblance of an inquiry to be made by
o an i one PEFTSSOn s accorded to sarch the hovt
the premisesu:r'v “};h?ther it be to search the house to find out!
stolen proper] © ) eng used as a brothel house or to recove
Purpose of sear};h(iz T\arcot@ or illegal arms. Whatever ti
the search COnducte’dt se}e] Maglstra‘te §hou !d always keep in mind|

Provisions Code ¢ Strictly in accordance with t
al Proccdure specially whe!!
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vomenfolk reside in the Premis

\ . .
ights of privacy of the ‘ )

therefore, he should be Feticent iy,

_ _ granting pe
the house In a mechanicy| Manner

ISitation on

house and,
mission tq Se

_ arch
applic

Ation of mipg

Section 165, Cr.P.C. .

Mpowers the
therein to make a search Without vy
afeguards. The prerequisites for
5S¢

that:.

Police officer Specified
ant subject ¢ certain
S per this section are

arr
a search

(i) Search must be necessary for Investigation,
(ii) The offence must be such

as the police officer i
authorized to investig

ate, i.e. a cognizable offence
(iii) ~ Reasonable grounds muyst exist for believing that
" the thing required will be found in g place.

(iv)  There would be undue delay in getting the th

ing in
any other way.

> st be
) Grounds of belief as to necessity of search must
' V Y; he police officer.
( pre iOUSl recorded byt e police offic f
\Y% [ specified as far as
h articles fOl' search must be prlelLd as Ic
l) e :
| possible in the record.

, rassme
nor there should be any ha ‘qinSt nee
r and as a safeguard ag(tht police
DOWE = s the
Pnti(m casts an obhgi‘“”.n ,Ol .oarch withoutt (or a search
nee sons for making a sec ; Magistratcﬂto. e i
record the reasons lice must apply to ; 98 Cr.P.C. Section
Ordinarily, the P(;’ { in sections 96 anc 1o renders 1t
ovidec , tin .
warrant as pr O\ld only when ']ac‘k7 )()f
Meant to be used ¢ byl 167).
(AIR 1946 PC 16; 1986 P.CrLJ- 1

nt. To prevent misusc”(]):\
dless hamssmcnti,‘ ¢
officer to place «t
aking a warrant.

. cible.
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of record to be Seny

_..copies h
~h under sect;
onducti"8 ’ eznfhr'fhwith toetitl,On
lice officer € p.C. must gend O . tneares,
Po Cr.l. ard repared by him befot
liance whereof WOU;Q
provision ang

' ies
A (r"‘tl"\te C P ,
Magistrar® he gearC mandatOfy ion
nvestigation, (1990
b

a S
such defective !

conviction C N
. . 1 jurisdiction of Polig

(3) to (5) of section 166 ,,
. xVIIl of 1923, would show that it i

added w/s 97 € T 4 arge of a police station who desireg
Jace outside his territorial jurisdictio

the officer incharge of the police statiy
ke such search. However j

station. _
of subsections

to make a

to make a request tO

, e . i to ma
having cerritorial jurisdiction £ - _ arch ‘
further provides that in case the first Police Officer is of the viey

that there may be a delay caused In following the said procedur
which may result in evidence being concealed or destroyed then
cause the said search to be made by himself but he has o

«sue forthwith a notice for search to the officer-in-charge of the
police station having the.territorial jurisdiction. He has also to
«end with such notice copy of the list (if any) prepared u/s 10
and ghall also send to the nearest Magistrate empowered to take
cognizance of the offence, copies of the records referred to in
section 165, subsections (1).and (3). (AIR 1926 Cal. 663)

28.
Release of accused when evidence deficient

he may

Section 169
. ostulates thz ;
nvestigation if it mn}:Pirtsattts] that during the course o
' ovi ‘ ’S 10 ir . . «
th]( evidence collected was dgft']? incharge of police station that
release the ac as deficient, the j rs ]
‘ cused. Th ‘ctent, the incharge officer cou
connotes that the iy, e~WOFdS “sufficient Proofg”' the secti”
assess and valyag \leshgatmg officer is ¢ in the sec '
" o : ditate th . = om ' e1gi
course ofmvestig"tt' ¢ material collected b PQt.ent 0 W gthe
ation and if, ho fing y him during
s that accused was fals®!



or there Was no suffician, id "

him. How eVidence

. 7(\ 14 CL
oule ‘ e ver, section

cot™ . ting officer to send up the 73

~ estig
mveﬁL'J' 199 (Kar)).

pLr

against hip, h
) ’ (‘
g “Mpowers ..
LA 10 stand trig) (2001

- Gection 169, Cr..C.empowers the of
rostioats . > Officor jne
- tion OF the Investigating Officer to ro icer incharge police
ot executing bond wi release an ac potice
CUStOdY. (?ﬂ ide ¥ with or without gy xtc' Cu'bed n his
no sufflaent t,“ ence or reasonable groung iles if he finds
¥ 2 ( < .

justl)’ forwardm;, challan. (1971 P.Cr.L . 1164 +rpiLJISP1Cmn to

479)-

29, Discharge of accused by Magistrate.

Tékmg‘f.)f seumty.ﬁ-om the accused person and his
release i pObblb]C even In a case where there is sufficie S
evidence available against him on the basis of investigactli;rx‘qt
However, release of an accused person during the investigation.
on the basis of a bond or security is only confined to the matter
of his custody during such investigation and the same has no
bearing on the question whether he would or would not be
y tried for the offence involved. (PLD 2001 Lah. 271)

69, Cr.P.C.

/s 169, Cr.P.C. on police
and cannot debar the

ultimatel
30.  Discharge of accused w/s 1

Order of discharge of accused
report 1S an administrative order f
Investigating Officer to reinvestigate the matter withm{t getting
the same set aside and without seeking fresh permission from
the Magistrate. (1995 P.Cr.L.J. 440)

not be completed

31. Procedure when investigation can

within 24 hours.

7 The section provides t
i?rouﬂds for believing that the ac
(;)fl;;‘c‘%ed the .officer incharge |
Ing er making investigation "
o Pector shall forthwith transmit
9Py of the entries in the diary relating
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InyvesStiseeesss

i16
to whom such accused
- D)
.k\l.

Magistrate

or he has or has not jurisdiction to try, !
. . . . rvy

he Police Officer to detain the acc Y the

av think fit, for Cuseq ; %

ay , 1O a term n 1 ,

Ot exc N

QQd §

\

R 2000 Cr. 281). i
N
3

accused. The
forwarded wheth
uthorized t
custody as the Magistrate m
ifteen days in the whole. (NL

Case to be sent fto Magi

may a

strate when evid
enc
e .

32.
Iy

sufficient.
Section 170, Cr.P.C. deals with cases to be
Sent

Magistrate when the evidence is sufficient. Sectio
srovides th ' ' nLC :
provides that the complainant and witness are not re . A,
ﬁcompany the Police Officer on way to the couqtmred(;
Wl ¢ 1 1 - r
Y 1(;),1::trate. Section 173, Cr.P.C. speaks about submissiog of ¢ ¢
p~ 1 to the Magistrate without unnecessary del L Of ﬁnal
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