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"The judgment of this Court including the one in Satender Kumar Antil’s
case (supra) is the law of the land. There is no question of anyone violating the
principles laid down. Suffice for us to say that wherever this judgment is
applicable, it’s principles must be followed.------

We may note that apparently there are large number of cases arising
especially in Uttar Pradesh and other States where the grievance made is that
the judgment is not being followed. We consider appropriate that this order
should be placed before the Chief Justice of the Allahabad High Court to
ensure there is sufficient dissemination of information about this judgment.-----

Mr. Sidharth Luthra, leamed Amicus Curiae submits that no material has
been given to him to assist the Court qua the aspect of directions to prosecutors
contained in this behalf in the order dated 21.03.2023 by CBI or the
States/UTs. We direct the needful to be done within the maximum period of
four weeks with advance copy to Mr. Luthra failing which the concerned
Secretaries of the State Government or the Head of the prosecuting agencies or
the persons looking to this aspect of the prosecuting agencies should remain
present in Court. The circulation in this behalf should be made through the
Director of Prosecution and training programmes be organized to keep on
updating the Prosecutors in this behalf. ------

In pursuance to the details of UTs given to NALSA, by Mr. Gaurav
Agrawal, learned Amicus Curiae for NALSA submits that steps are being
taken and some more time may be given for the follow up action in this behalf
by NALSA and the State Legal Services Authorities. ------

A chart has been placed before us which shows that some of the
States/UTs are yet to file the compliance report (para [73(d)]. We cannot
appreciate the non-compliance by the States i.e. Karnataka, Telangana,
Haryana Dadra and Nagar Haveli, Daman and Diu and Lakshdweep. Not only
is it to be filed but copies have to be supplied so that the counsels assisting us
are able to carry out their task.------
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