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e, 3! By UNIRTHT ot ¢ /34 Ml ¥, faaR fosar man fdg o
TRE T 3T U7 3R e, & foig ¥ Fafdd &1 °11vRd & qar=
JraTed Afed fafe <mared gR1 a8 sififeiRa e mar & fo
f3eTRIT T T d Uid o Fabvdlt & 3R 39S Tau™I &) gdeardt
ST Tobd! 2139 R B YJoITdid B T U& gRT IArd! & o
Tl § STgl YaodTdl HRATs G a¥e § TIY T IR & aRF Bl
ged &dl ® a1 39 ufafd ot drmrelf & arex s @ S fRyred
@1 BT I BI & it & T S URkad fbar T § 98 g
3o & b S8 IHMT &1 <l & [0 A J R & YITaH 9
BC od JHY TS Tl OIs ST § b SIS DI SHTs Bl &1 T8 Be
1 SMafY & SR HTH HRAT MG YT HR DI 39 MY B a0y
B BT G o fow ge &t 78 &t iermman an ufdsy = d
AT & 3R 7 8 gaaardt 5

(7) 9 eIl o 1T IRIERT; I8 A1 741 fos 9 arae o
JAaTE H1 ST UL & SMYR WR foar 1 § Fifes gt
TR U8d B & HR BT AT 60 UTARId a¥d R Ib & |
5,11,000 ~Tamt 3R ufy &1 fas! gRT 3R ¥ 1 1.00,000 §F I
SR T ST fordT T 189 39 QAU § 9 UTd § [aTfediddl 6]
DI T TP HRIS ST BT JHUH g3 81 39 Ugq &I & |
TTd g 3R TTHT 60 UFIT R B I Ugd &t B! o g g,
g TH Sdiciy wifereRur Ot Uged SdTe Yeh IR HRIUH
TR (3rdTe) I 1GR3 & IRIgde dadl & YR W 3(did Bl
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AdTs BT 3R ATl ! YAdTs o1 Irod AR TeH &
& TG IUD] FUCRT S | 3UTd Pt FAaTs & A€ gd Td & &9
o QN B SH HRA B I DI gl a1 T § [T&HRI BT 3 3T,
1994 H1 3dtelia TSRO & FHe IURT B BT =T e e
gl
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FRYTr &1 3R 1T &7 81

S/7Ifor, a8 ORT 44 & T U IFGRI® Yl avf-11 olifareT
SR T H WS (@ () o =TT H AR YT &
A § 37 &7 #1 ey iR MY ey & Ugd & had #
e T Y f9aRT &A1Y T8 Hgl off 9dhdl 6 -

() T T ded Agfda & &7 7'3@afd & fordll ueurt o
IRYAT R TR &1 dedf e & 781 a1 off G g

(ii) TFS badt dd el & ofe T Fgferd ol & Srgar gt
2 3R fRm SicRTel oga=T & HiemH ¥ e gl § 3R
Fad TP UlpardDd SNUAIRGT BT Ul BT bl
3MAGHT gl 7, A 3 UHR UeH Bt S arelt Jarsif
1 Yl H ITb1 ARFT Bl ST H @1 SIET;

(i) e @ SrufRyfa & O, I8 &I © @1 g fob o 39
THR B Fgfad U Aicler Rfdd & Raems § ik it
37afdy 3 forg 7Y B ofk 3 fufay & foreft ugumd grr 39
TRE T DI T3 A P It I Igd! akgar Fuilka
HA & forg I o1 ghell &

(v)afe Fgfed o ufbard® ael & HH & BIeH
YT A &, O 39 TG P aNAN §6 &
FraftrdieR & 9y 3 8 o
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(v) Tt 3TaY SfEent Bt 3R W P FAfSharar ar =rie™
& 3faRH Y & SR Ug W Had dd 9T dP 61
foret fgaa safag & garf o oot afvmar fufa & &
forg T sl &1 fafed &3 &1 @5 fER T
firehTT e & 3! aRksar &1 FyRT exd 999 T favm
SR TG & T | JaT DI Al Y ToR3fars R fean
ST ISWIe foig Had IEERUTHS § IR Il # dguf
el 1S i foig o fady = u § S9d e 7 2, S
ST STRae Repe FAN-11 ISR & We () 3R (@) &
e d @1 G FNeT/IATE & By TaNTRT R
A 5777 [ SraIR 71 & & HTHe 7 GHEaT T &1
(AT 18)

31 77 NG foear a1 i Haa safan f& His Ia
o et feaT T 8, 39 U U R & U | Ag] T off bl
g ol U UeURT &7 ¢ ded HHAR! & wU § Wd ded 7 s@afy
I ST B BT EHAR I & |

(OR119)

3T VTS S FRITON I75Y S o7 (. S, UT 8603/1991
3R . sg, . 4468/1986 |
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TIgT 1T STH ERTTUT 7757, 1992 (4), TIUASR 190
(FR)
R g sifigad, afudredl & fow/

wd. U9, e, € St giamn gt S oigd, sifdaad &
1Y,

JRETd3N o U St ob. IRy, TSl Gold, got 3 IRy,
3{fadd & 1y

fuig
7 @ PR

(1) fopeft safaa gRT ded MR gv 777 7 75 4l &1 A
# 3ol akygar Fuia w3 & 3T I A1 9T §, 98 gard
T s S AT 5Tt 3R ¥ ol §H gRAT T 3R
3, 1991 &1 T g% T & 8063, HHA & (ol 7 evrgdi
3@ 5T qufiis & Yo 77 81

2 ATy uy &t 5 HA & fog, T ue e arfre & 7=
af &1 &F T @1 SfId g 1989 @1 Rifaa Re anferes
IR 5592 H WU YIS A 34 B! foig &l Uh Jo! 413 gRI faaR

11992 (4) S.L.R. 190.
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& forg 9T €, 39fore 9 e aifusT & T awl & dau o faar
T8

(3)dad Rig 9.11.1967 &I dad MYR W WY T MYl
fqum, gfkamn o 3u FRle® & U o e T 8k 14.10.1971
DI 3D YIS JATK 81 b [GUTT H JaT Bl Xg [THIGT & ST
& ATfadbIdhd! 3R 3= = Re Tt T/ 4137/1971 SRR HD
A & 2R, fored TR §9 7 sfaly Igd & Arenw § qeifig &
fyarfed sme=r & foraragd R e & <t ft (9 91, arfraTedl
3R 3P O AN ! T AR I & 1Y SRR YR W 9
TR & w9 | fgfad & 7% o Ga1 999 918 gRT SRR
G & IMHA 1A BT S| TaAT TATK PR &1 ST 3R ST
1t o forelt gd a1 & SR fom oI5 Few feu ) s1e ) a1 wem
e A qII®IHdl & AH HI I6 sWdex, T T4 AYfd [aumT,
RN & ¥4 ¥ Fgad o &1 R of, oge saror 4
3w, W wd Sy faur/BRaTn WeR & Tgad Ifa 3 6
S, 1972 B Ffad v oIRT fohan| afadrddl 3 StRerarst &
HRATS I AT Ty a1 Hifds 3P gRT da SATUR TR 374l
8.12.1967 ¥ 10.6.1972 ®! 3@fY & [T UM &1 T3 arsil Bl
aRgdr, 3a9 9fg, Tera 3R 37 gRRume ol onfe & I2=T q
Te! T ST XeT U7 | 9HH e a1l araR S 391 UR gHe Al
1| ATfadbidhdl & AR, 364 9.11.1967 &I fqURT & A
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B & a8 I 91 ol §p & AU ) Jar 1 ¥ | safeartt & smew
f&ih 14.10.1971 B! HIXH &9 gRI AP AU TH & BRI, Ja1 A
BIS IHTAC a1 3MTE T 3R ST Trferepreral e o St afgar
FYfRd T & o 9 3/af B ¢ TR HT §HeR ol 1986 &
Aresydt AeR 4468 ( 3T IS FFH FRITON 5T 3R 3T | 11
HRART, 1988 I U 7T Hod W 3 AT & had TR HRIT
T T 7| HIRF ST A 7GR [ 2.5.1989 & dgd 39 I A
TeHd 81 STaTg | Stat T, S, GRT e fohan T (o fob 98 ad
oT) 3R safe a1yt o1 fedivH o9 § wWer & foar m|

(4)TTepTRdl & fagH gata &t TRAM Rig &1 uaa ¢ &
foslt HHART SR UGH &1 T8 dad Ja1 D1 IHeb! argdl FeiRkd
DR THI & T T S 1Y, WA ofd Yl H Py Sbrac
g1 3R URfYe Frgfaa & ot & faudia o 761, ‘3w oo 7
ERITTIT I 3¢ 3= ATHa # faU U Sidt T, o, (o fo 98 a9
A & had I AT 7T T ]| (1986 FT Wesgyl AR 4468)
3R 1991 &1 Rfad Re anferesT e 8063 H oy T4 3R Tqwy
BT, S B fediom 3 &1 haar| aad #, 91 3t fgdieq o9
&1 e & had I 3T g1 1986 & syl "aR 4468 T Sid!
T, ., $Hb ST, gRATON T 3R SMYft fumT 3u wrafaa
(g ) Sar oW, 1982 @au H fAam) & faw 11 wrdeH fean
T o, S a1 J foeddt ot g IR 991 & e & 39! FARaR Jar
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Iy & YR W IRFT BT FHURY B B URFBeI Bt T3 §
fO%R ¥ 9dd gU, dbid A g fobar b arfrbrobal &1 4
SWFR & w0 H Mg, graiie ded, ol & fawid 76t 4@t
GTiBTed! = TTHIT 4-1/2 T8 &1 A e fomT foret g & fqumT
T a1 BT 14.10.1971 DI UIRA SR & MG W HIXH &9 A
Ab T 2l At 3R e Tifet F dfd 81 F ERF TS ugd
giIpTdl Bl HTH HRA Bt AR gt 75 2 3R 39 a1 Fgfaa
U & A1egd ¥ a1 99 dfe &1 IRl IR SRrl fgfad ot
Uy & 15 Y| fGAid 6.6.1972. 39 UBR, Gt Ie=4l & fog,
gfadhIdhd! &1 Ual H BIs SHIAC Ta! 3718 8, YT Y R IgA ardt
& 91g T SWaeR F Ug W ugrd famar a1 3| gid & SFER,
ffaa e arfaet Ter 8063/1991 & S, S/Rde Repe N 11
SAFTRT s TENITIT G714 HERIP I, THRHR 1990
g 1607 &% =4 H RUid fu 7w ama & 2 <t gR1 R
e 7T TdTa (§) 3R () b ST 3R 5 UebR 3M19Ig oy
fo Tiehiq fig 1 S| IoRE® H fear Jm|

(5)1994 o HSeegU! HaR 2397 H Alfadwiand! & f[dgH adid
off JuTET ROaTEr = Hie IR W FHgfafad ward foar & fog -

() Ja1 oI R S 9 st dufRe Har & e |
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= A Tg © s afvgdr FPRar wima/ae Jar &t srafdr
3R ITF TIe YHRU gRT Fafd grftl 39 UeR, dedf dar
Bt HA AT B 3 3UAIG B e & T G 811 [ 787
Hfad RIS ded Fyfad & 99 ue JUTe & fag g T

(i) T IR oId foreil UGe_Y bl o] da1 gl & STuR foredt
e R ge fora ST 7, @ aRgar 1 UM Ut Fgfad ot
IR ¥ &t S A1y, A fob gy &1 akig 91 39 UK,
S fUfd & daed da1 W fagr fasar smem|

(iii) RIFTTH BT 3afy, afe IRT I7u a& IR 3@, aF 3uA
3 H TR &1 37 ¢ &t

(6) SWRITd Td1d! o JHAH 8, S7vee Ngpe e 11
SAFGRT fifrad TafgRT & wHd (v # Fula &1 gad
T T AT fore? 3T TAAF 7T WIS SR T §HIH SfEN Y &
3 of=p & g 4 Naé v 7 mrme 4 aagmar T gl

(7) 39 TIRIPTRaiell & goid = 9d 4 T Rig ik Iy
gAaTd gR1 &} TS gaal B U B

(8) fagm Heftraadn, gikamn, it Taua Rissa = aia o
TS TEQ3N TR THIRT STal, YT Afadhidhdl & dadf MR

2 Judgment Today 1993 (2) S.C. 598.
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R Fgfad, 3@ 9 JAI 3R JdT T8 §18 GRT 6.6.1972 &I
fhT T o9 & SR ITS! 5 Fgfad & a| ff Rissa &
SRR, ded fAgfaa s Ty 1 gt forelt foRiy fRufa & g1 el
3R FR B F U gt § 3R A Tu 3 e Py s &
forg gicht 8| ATh 1o dT I Sad gu, forelt oy fufa 9 fAgeq &
fere qepTa afks g1 Ul wifaaat o1 v faan orar 81 O fgfaa
o & SR 78T § 3R felt sfaq &t Fafirdiexo a1 de o
M B BT Bl SHUBR a1 &cfl 3 | ATfIBIDh i o Iobiel gRI faT
T gTd BT TS HRd gU & aifadmiadmal &t Fgfad Fadl & sraR
g, fagm a@ta 3 | 1982 &1 garan faar 3R simre fasan o e
fomeft oft e Frgfad ot uRerea 78 &vd § | forddt &t ST o e
BT 3R ISP TG dhex H 3UD! aRgdr Hufd H= & fore 3Tt
fROR A1 1 3aft &I &= T @1 ST 91Tl debled o YT,
e &1 faw 11 TrfaswTendl gRT &I 71T &1d &1 TTad 3evmdT 5 |
ot Rissdd & 3R, Sfd dob fbdl UGIIDbRY ol el ug R g
Te1 fpar 91T 8, dedf pHaIRI & U H I gRI fadis 78 31afy
B 3BT IRFAT FIRT P & R 78t 1 o1 whaw @, Sl
g IR fgfad fomt & SaR =8l 3, of Tl ofafy ot sa
M 8T foan off Uhel €1 ST aRkgar Ruika &3, srree
Repe FTT 11 §S1TaRT 3fiT0rere! TEIITRI SR 3~ §717 HERIY
ITRT SN =T, CHTESHR 1990 T 1607; HINT T R 3= &l
Tl ogd IHf, TN 1992 TTH 1188 (T 5,6 3V 8); TAH




Chambel Singh v. The State of Haryana and another
11

ST T 3N /=T | FTH a1 3 3 3=, 51e11993(2) Taet
598; TGP TIET F1H §H GBI SFTIT 3 3= 511993(6) TG
441 (W77 3R 8); iR 31T Yo 3G, HIcE 3N 3=/ &1 &t
$BIT, THTFHR 1993 TTH 1564 % =4 H RUIE fory 7T AmHal &
MY SraTerd & Traa R FRar &t 7 71 &l fdiem ot gt fore
T RER faRIef fFoig o1 3R 3URT R gU, Ibid A g foa
for g1 @ & A (o H forar man fAofg, araa o, ot &
7 11 & 3rfFu 7 3R argyT +t =fief =marea & fafia fAofai &
3% g forget dauf fufal & forar mon §, faviy ©u @ wRa o7
FTTH THF I4f, 1992(2) TIUTHREI T3 R TYG & G T
3 FHTH T TR I 3R 31 1990(5) THTAIR TG 639/

(9 4 Sl =Ry, fdgM HeTfgedr, Uo7 HeTfdde,
SRATON ERT YAfId db &1 YA & AT, F/a o7 g SR 3=
ST g XMAT USRI TSN 3R 31, 1992(2) TIUASNR 1, P &Y
A Rard fru T ame B i <maran & ad ot iR ey @1
& 3TN |

(10) 3% ¥7o7p HIHA (U)W, Stalt I, o, (ST fos a8 a4 )
3 YR TR 311 ¢ b dfh 39 3= & @1s faw iR fafam ar
fader gt 2, gufee ded & wu # a1 #1 safy 7EY < S
Ut 3R aikgar onfe & fo faaR fasar Sir =nfeu| <9 U
Tt 3R alkgar Rufivd e & forg +ft 3 &1 ear & Tar S
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Y| TifpThdl BT b | Sgbt aRgar FufRa #1 & 3T
T 3D ded HaT DI <7 B B &1 G ©U A g9 o7 A
o B Thad WR Sutia §, R SifiwIial & 39 a1y gax
3D A WR fGaR A &1 Fa=T fean ma1 o711 S9! ggrafd 3R
dc gl 3ffe & foe ded SR R fUsel Tarl 59 Aol & SR
¥ AW gRT g8 Re aifier qrR &1 T (Hewygd e
8063/1991) 8 ufdarfedt 1 39! aRyar 7 &1 &1 A
AT 81 1986 & Hewgd TEHT 4468 T TR S &1 W< 11
HRAR! 1988 P T B 15 | GHAd:, 77 /5D AU H 2.5.1989
@I HIRH o9 gRTUIRG MG S 1986 & Heaygt] 777 4468
A Thad W a9 31 715 ATl 8 IS I & ISUie & A J el
ST 7| <9 IS & ATFS H fedioq 9T & had &) Ugd 95 9
Tl Feldl & fob 39 dhad Ugd & RITTe o9 o e Bl Te Bl
AT 3R ST $HP SFIUTTH BT e feam| ST = df gt die
& forelt Teret 1 foop © SIR A 81 Ja1 &1 Fdfd o= aret o
DI, GO 3R, Tl orer o TS (o) | fSdier g 4 akyar &
fufRor &1 fafafta w3 ara due ol & foaR A S @1 g,
YT gIRATON |T=I Td 3MYfcf faymT Iu Sty (Feg ) Ja1 -,
1982 3R faRIy wu ¥ sifiyaafad fadl & Fom 11 & SIOR Ia
& Te | H I3 T TP B AFYdH U0 B TR | dUTeh
AT o a1, fSdior a9 59 Fpy WR ugd! foh arferaranadl
H1 el g aRgar RuRur & I 4 def Ja1 &1 SirsT SiHT 1Ry,
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WP w0 Y AR g; 3T 3 Fel fop Hioler Aarva J 1 g & s
gTfoehTehd! B aiRSdl & MUR &I Fafd #Rd €1 397 31 Fal
fo T a1 R B A P18 off g feweft v € arfuwrendf
F A BT 3T Feral g1 59 ePdiu & faw gadq i & Aol
(TP 4o A (o) § =arred) ¥ 7 T o1, R 7hg
%7 G & AHA (o) § M arared & ugd & thad WR
WRIT {1 717 7| 9 TSR, Fa-ay <1iie vor iR R foar
T AT | ] SIETAd - Fge ey &% AT (o) & I8 71 fb
gTfIehTehdl el H 3T gRFar RUiid B & Ie2T A ISP R
U &1 718 dad JaT Bl 71 HRA &1 gheR ol ¢ | a1 ¢ fob
e @t afereal § 1989 & Hesgdl dR 5592 H
AT d! o FHH [AHURT B | G- Rig §91H Uold o 3R 3=
& ®U H RUIE fpu T AHe | fSdioH o9 ST 98 PPN, 1992(4)
TIUASAR 704 AR fore Iugad g1 2 =umarerg &t off & amat
T U AT P oI B BT AR el gt &1 T Faa Fofa
IR Sigr ST 8| R o, ==t fpg T fegaif w fFofa od 9w
frafafad fofarl 4 =i <mrea gR1 e foht T e @i o e
o g1 3ferd g |

(11)THe! UeqeH 3R 3 991 HeRIY I 3R 3,
TSR 1977 THHT 205, & ¥4 § RO fvy 0 Ama & =i
3IETAd - T 3R UG 3R gurl 3R I ffiddreff & ug W
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e yff & ST a1 & aRSdT & Uy B i BT | THICR! - 39 31RA
! RRIBEd &1 o e T IU MRiars & w9 # 376! FRaR Iar1
3faft & sracg, eft wlf o Al o IR IRy fzamar mam
T & YR R, TG 39 Fpy R ugdn fb ggiad SR e
lf ITc AT U &1 hex & ¢ SR 31 uRfRufaal & ag o man &
et il aret SiR UeTad Safda, STatifos &l S-S Hid! 9 farg
T §, U B! Udhiohd HaR & 67 d || § THH B H g,
T et fHm 8 SR 319 Feifta ol & 1o srgya ure
TR ¢ ST UBR Gl & d1d 3R B & (o4 Dlg 319 MUR gl
o7 ST o S5 S Ifdg 3ife goitfaad (@ T 3R 9/ 10)
Half fraH, 1960 & W 8 (iii) P YR TR HFT AT 3R 39 Afge™
& TG 14 3R 16 & ICUTBR! 81 & HRUT IE B (T 7T
UT| STRTE Rgpe FAT 11 FSAFTRT ST TaiuerT i =7
TrHe (o) ®, A g § fo alkgar & 1o B9 &t S, @
! AT FAgfaa &t dRE @ &1 Sl a1 gfY &t a9, iR
T RIS a1 ST a1 1 A1 91 anfee; ofik T it 98-
Gaiferd fagaft R faar @ faem forar man | < <mare A had &
T 44 A Frone &1 T&T T 7Rqd fohaT S ST TBR 8- -

“Héﬂﬂﬁ,ﬁﬂﬂﬁ?f%%

(U U §IR 57d [] Ga19aN] &1 195 & 379R 139 9a o7
[79a 1397 GTIaT &, T FEH] ARFAT FHD] [9GIHKT BT ARG &
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T @] S FIeT, T b 3FH! giY & dNig & SgE
SWIFT 794 FT GRUTHT T8 & 1& 56T IR [AglaT dad
aqe & SR 17951 & SR 7671 & IR 119 Zawy] & &Y
A&l TE 8 04 gg gv R &) GRFr O¥ 3R @9 & [T
&7 7 787 T off TH AT &1

(&) TT GRIAF [Agi&T [ATF] gRT [Feia gigar &1 ara7
PG 781 B TE & A [T Gl A5 F SN ST
Ta7 & AT 817 dF U W [Hal &7 G §97 Ed & @
RIITITH QT &1 3Hale) B T B e

() T [giFTaT v G 3 il @ B ird 6, d@ 1INT il
T Ul & 1T 71T 77 B3 B SFHIGT &, IR Tl 37 Tag T
79T F777 777 & @ GPT STHAR TR Fead] & GrerT 3537 o
TNBY/

() T3 Higar HIeT 797 79I HT SHd §1 7T & a@
IRUT @1 GTEval &l QRT BN & [T 38 U Fuged 1794 G
TIARITAT 597 T FIeT/ §Tcids, Jia HieT 794 &1 &S av)
TP TN GIeTT 767 19T Il & Fhia> Q& BXT ST HT o1 il
TE SfFHT T o GHT & [ BT 795 22 Tar 81

(& T BleT 7w g2 77 § 3V FgiFrar dier @ 3w v
GiT GBI Id1 6. Al [AgiaT & forg 28] grer [T giar
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P GITT &Y & &qIq &1 ol & [1glard] @1 [Hglardl @ g
7] /3 eT oITT AT = Fid B §Ig P ARG & Jar J T
f&ar 747/

(T T 798 SEFHIRT] &1 FieT T Fafdd graerl 3 &1 a1
BT SFHIT 3T & AN TR T§ HFHT T T T 15
FlcT g4 G [dae 617 o2 0] g & 75 ol

(S Tl 97 59 135 ge 417 & @ afaa @ial @ vl & faw
HIcT PIIBRT G0 gRT [FefRe 13537 o G 8/

(T9) e PIT 797 v HIIBR] 73T gRT 7R T a7 77
Bt g5 8 135 Bt 1339 wurd 767 08 T 8

() TERIF T & SHAild R TEHHITH & GreLar/
PIITTED FT. HTATTTH ZINT 4TRT TG T STHFdI3H & Taber
Tt G qardT &

(5 [l 13%1y Ga7 & Ga/9d Heaqul 747 o Fragrigds
13T B & F1§ [T 77T [0/ BT TR 13597 o7 Fiiew 7 18
& Fyiida IS @1 gar i & g 3g@] g @1 o]
TRY/ [ R YT &1 SRR FT Gar & fod 7 767 81
1982 @1 RT 4T G&I1 1327 & Gqe/ 5 85 317 P66
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(P) 1 TIFET H1 4RT 32 & Ted UF 31657 GRT 33T TT
13a1g 31 g710fa & Bgidl gIRT d1oid 17 o7 e Y, J1a 59
g U G&H 1T gRT U 01T gRT 34 13537 717 81 ot
AT g8l |

(12) TR goe 94/ & ama o (g 5t i &1 esrd o
24.9.1958 DI gD IR & ¥4 T gad foar wr o1l 3=
23.10.1963 I TARIEC WHIR & U & UgiAd fbar 1 3R
ISP 91G B8 A B! Al & oy SRR 3R dedf YR W
TR (SR THEIsd) & U & Ughd a1 T 39 a1 35
&l 9T & 34ty & forg ufkdien R fGAi® 28.6.1969 & G &
ded ULt & T1eqd 9 Fafid SR )R MR (JfFR Whd) &
wq ¥ fAgad fear man gralfe, dfe o ue T ot & U o
U T 4TI THUY XM 39 U | ¥; 3% WhaR (el B &
f¥ed Ug R ded SMYR TR FHRNT fasar a7 o7l d6d STuR W
g FFgfad b eR (R da-H1) & UG U 28.6.1969 H 14.2.1971
d% SR 3P dI¢ 15.2.1971 ¥ 29.9.1973 I SN} @!| TR
T Y 29.9.1973 T AT SMUR TR THhER (iR Whrd) & &4
o g1 7T | o sraf¥ & fore 31 bR (s S & U R
& foraT, 39 3afd & e I 9% dd4 iR HxY &1 YT el
foram T 1| TR A 39 uRfufaal § fosgma @ duss foar ek
3 28.6.1969 ¥ 29.9.1973 TP I 3R 1 BT g feam |
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9% oTe, &t 7Hf 7 esgAa & THe U 3R Mde U fapa,
forad MhER (AR Tdl) & U W I aREdT &1 aT ITh!
feier 28.6.1969 B A fAgfad | g3, S 29.9.1973 P! Iad UG
& fore 39 i 994 a% oIkt <@ fesgAa A grar &1 713 Xed
UeH Pl 39 MR &I uid # gHKT & 131 MY e A

FRTOR sgawy &t--

"EHR [3aTR 7 IS T JIHd & a2at 3k gRiifaar 3
TIeY (R @) & Ug TR dqd [AgiaT 1 sare & fag
graardt &l arRgar a7 4 Q31 aRE & T 4T SR TS TST &
T & g1 &1 Terd Rl & A 1497 YT (THTEHR 1986
T 638)(GH) | FIadiq] @1 179 & & GIaR (9%
) & &G H G 7T YT AR § T2 F €T 7 V& §Y [
1A SR [T 7 FWRIaT g Red 787 4T, 39 Tiev
() F gg gv FHGGIT 15T7 7T oF B 3R FIF FI7
377 98 H a7 AR g7 GIHaY (FHa ) F U &
[GaT%| §98 FiE G 761 & 1@ IeegTeT 7 1986 & Uga
1A G 2159 H AR [T 12.6.1986 GRT FHTI BT
3741 & A GIa (FAGN Wb & Uq & [0728.6.1969 F
29.9.1973 P 3GIY & forw a7 SN 4 @1 sgHIT 3 T
AT ST 7 5G STEIN T S7d1a 31 o f5 giaaie] 7 areaa
T giae (Fa &) & Uq & 18ars B [Bar o)
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ST IR ¥/ IA7 SN 4l @ Trei [0 &7 0ar
R TIAGIE] 1 TIee (IRNF 37771 & 7 T 47 aRgar
PT 7T B BT B BN 767 & Tpar &1 dqe e a7
TIORR (Y W) & U5 TR Tlaqia] &1 arl & & g
giege] B1 Gl T daT 3K 47 37 F F8¥g T off 3w
59 UIPIR & 9q §R GIdqiq] 1 17915 g 71 Frr o
TBdT &1 (TRF T8 | T8 Hf G & f& glaars] &1
28.6.1969 B1 7T HTEIN GF TIHGY (798 &) & TG &
1org g7 717 247 310 THT 795 & TG TIeee (a7 @)
& Ug 77 9T SR TR T G &1 Gar gl & g
GTgFH ol TR (GRE a4 & U7 W/ 59 JBER
glaardi 28 q71972 & Ggct GIpay (Hl4av Wb & Uq o7
geIAlT @ [T GiF T8 U, GF db [ 3G TIHEN (G
b0 & UG G¥ 7 G171 94T Qi T8l BY oAl § SHTEN Bl
777 § 7T §U Flaare] 28.9.1969 & 08 gg o¥ 3q] aqef
[7g1&T &1 TRIG & GI%eN (TR 3ad791) & Uq o7 [ +ff
TR BT FTaT B BT EBGR 761 UI."

(13) TG &R G Haa (o) § o 3iR e srarer
FTH 7T JRT oY, USMTE 3R 1990 THHT 1311 & =4 & Rule
fobu 0 A o ofa o -y e v 9o 11 shaRT
STt THIITRIT G778 TERIP 5T, TG 1990 T
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1607 # Gfaym hie & fHofg w R fosar mar un |

(14) 3GR 77y & rHd (Y9N 8, TR 3§79 Ve
FART 11 ZANFFIT B TG ¥ ST (o) &
IRufleg ¥U H fou 7u ey gt @ (@) 3R (@) R 8k fawar
fHaT 3R T QIF! Wl Bl S0 aied Bl H e | =Ty &
Yl H, A G-

“ONT 22. 394 PIY HeE 761 & 1 57 gl [7%p0] Pl
T oregquf 377 @ g7 o7 FNeY, SN [y (&) 37 Jract
P HGY TG BY GHAT & 175 1455Y (§ GRT ¥ &7 T 6V
YT TG & ST & U [y (§ & dad & T 6/
7Y (Q @ 75 W & 13 GRFaT B aRINE [giaRT B aria
T 17147 57 G35, 7 13 gIF &1 aRg & SR, UG & TeIIBR]
Pl G T [795] & SFIR [T 1597 5T Fed! GRume
[ReRa far 72 (5 (Q H T8 & 135 oleT aRfie AgiaT
Fad dqel & S [7aml & o7 Tel 8. SR Tl 19 Iawr
FETHBTTEE 0 Uq) g7 RIITT B} IREA TR TR BT
& [org 4777 T 757 7T ol bl 51 §9 IR, 7568 4 g
(O TP &G G F7 HHT B 40 B F8¥ Hl & 5] JRINE
FRgiaT Fac age 8 sk RgEl & 3R 7618 daa &y iy
TR F &7 7 B o7 761 81 Re Fifadrasalsl &1 Jraer g
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TE 7Y 7' 59 GRTIE & STifd I8 (T ), ol HEaT &
f& GRFaT &1 TUT F 7T 97 UGl IR FIIYR &1 1T 7 76T
7T o GHAT 5"

“05. BRI I #, fpy (df) o) T 3T R &1 fUf &
HAIR B P o8 SreT 4T T, ford Fadt g Ry g
UichdTcdd HTTIHATSH DI HH Bl Blgd Hygfaadi aftd
g1 U8 & oA Wsdl § Wy ¢ e (&, onufq, afe
RIS Fgfaa et grt Fuffd ufoear &1 ureq axe 61
HI TS &' AR 918 &1 SHfYeafad Foml & SR S9! Jal &
fFafid g9 9@ 7 ey (@) UeT S8R 38 ey (@) &
1Y IO RIUd H1 & o ugr 91 =iy difs 39
OTAG! &1 AR foar S 9 Siet IRMNS fgfaa deger e
& faaTE &t et 8, o FAgfad Siex gR1 U fAfda safy ar
e d& Wi el gl §, SR 9P o gl ©
et & T Ug o fore Fged safa &t Sugddar &1
fofa = & forg famt gr fRuiia ufsraras sraadmarsit
Aot T8 Ama B uRfie fgfad @t fafy w fHafa fFafea
& foru fgea aafdd &1 ave @ U= oiR A ]| . fgfad &t
Uoid & IR | o, gg Muifa & & fore i ®=n ag 39
ot F 3Tet B, TR Fgfad o =l ok Aot & uraeri &
3MYR W fbar 91 31 WX wmal 7, ot grr fAuifa
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ich T ATTHATS | HH Bl HHAR] Bi fbat off I &
ST, UBQ SUTS SAWR WR 31 fahal S a1, SR fFgaa
fad B 3ot a1 F IR Faffa 81 a% ug R Fafy
U I 94 381 gl Faa ) U9 geal 3, Mged safdd &l
I URfYS Fgfad & g9g fAgdl & dgd dfdbards
Rl H S & T G 187 381 o Yol 7, 3R
Fryfe v PG srafy a Aftd 781 81 & ®rRu Fafta
fgfaa & oref= g1 ol &t AW Ufsharers sraadmarsii &
fter qx7 fopa o <81 51 U8 wen | oft, afe fgea safaq &t
forf} TTeTclt & BRI SIS Bl 31 IR | Dls ol giall |, <l
fAgad fad 1 DT gb & HRUT B! 3HafY BT QT ey
g1 ferel T, Sy dhad 39 3fafe deb g1 Wit g | forges ferw
g8 S 8T 8 | ATl ot I8 Aol e (@) & enfire oot
T 3T B Sl Had WId 7Y IR & ¥4 | dadf MR IR
frgfaa & Taifra g SR Aol & SruR 781 81 ufie, 78 |,
U8 BT Ue! el 8, b A A (dh & e & o
Jahd 8, Hal g1 9 Feend (@) 7 ufomy gR1 ot ave @ war fu
TR

(15) 99 o9 & YoM & [N, S13Rde Ngpe Farg 11

SHATRT ST TaTRrT S SAHA (o) H WS (T) 3R
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(@) & - S/FR 77 b AT (M) T 37 WSl &1 TRAT 3R
faar ot wnfiya €1 < ~amarera & gd fAuial o sgad §id) 98 Fel
S bl 8; (i) fordll U &1 aRgar W TR #a & forg aed
fgad fdd ot 3afd &1 e o =181 @1 &1 JobeT; (1) THT Had
9 giaT & oid Ut fgfaa fFaml & sruR ekt e A f I 9 o
T 70 AR & TR 3R Had U Ulharadds Numendl &
3IUTEH B3 B TGl giclt & fob $9 UBR UGH bl 715 Jarsfi
& e H I! IR & o = & @1 S| ; i) o &
YT |, T8 & | Q@ g foh 1 5 YBR Bi 718 (Hgfad fpat
Hroler Rfdd & favg § SR Tifird orafyy & for =8t § ik 39 fufa
A freht et g1 faars 718 safy &= fauR far s g g1 R
T 3! aRgd MYiRa &%; (iv) afe Fgfad oo ufshares el o
HH DI BISHR YT A g, A U W/ I1¢ & FHafirdiezor
& 1Y Vb B SITET; (v) foredt Qe SIS b 3R O P FAfspaan
& DRI AT AT & HdRT G & HRUT UG R $Had dd I
d e ¥ el frgad safda & e & ot afivgar Fuifa #a
& forg U S1afty 71 Ix &1 s ISR o1 [ S| e
31 IRFAT BT YR R T €Y 10 IR & &0 § Ja1 1
3{afd BT ToR3fTST fardT ST | SWRIeR fog Had IaTERUNEHS &
3R faug-aeq # Tguf 761 § | 1 i fig ot 59 fadiw =0 & =yt
T8 ®, ISP Sid ST Rgpe Farg 11 FHFaRT Sfiforad
TINITT I S () & WS (T 3R (&) & 3MTaAd o Bt
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ST §, SR fob srgie 77y 8o A (o) § S T g |

(16) FHUR SN ST 71 8 ISP 3MTelip H ATRIBTdhdl & gebidt ot
TR g @1 gaid I a6 ¥ SRaie o | had g9ford fos gar d
HIs HFTYUM T51 g3 5, 3U WU HRB &b ©U H ! 1 o Ibell 5
Sl U8 UGy} Bl I gRI [dTs 15 3@t &1 dgdf HHarl & =
T ST A o1 AABR a1 g | A 0T YROIaTe & URATd &1, aRad
B S7997 Repe FIT 11 SSA1A91T Sfiforad TaiferasrT i 3
T7Eet (GH) b Y- HEN 77 & & T7aet (ga) § SuRIed 3¢Yd
fordt & fafdaa IR faan mar & IR U o fawgd & fb
ARSI 81 & | I I FF1F FRITTT I 3R 74 fediom
o9 (1991 &1 Hesegd! HaR 8603) Udh (TG SR &t UHfa o §
g Sl W, of §RT 11 BRas), 1988 &I a4 fbU T 1986 &
Tt 7av 4468 ¥ U U Hhya # faar o w81 9fe Siat
T, of A &R forar ot sif¥eial A aifudred! & gt &
foTT ST UTAdT &1 0T & folE U dadf FHAR! & U H al &1
O sfafd W faar fean, fediem s 7 50 9w &t 9w feg
fo1 for T e a1 =Tfies Swonaft & el H 9! aRgdl
FuiRd @ & forg [T S =feT o dar &1 FafEd o ar
fem, srufq, gfamom @ iR smgfd faum 3u srafay @gg )
a1 499, 1982, A T de gRT fau 7u =i &1 are =1 g
1 Uclid giar & fob 3 gAY fAvf ad ek R 3 9 § iR =i
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raTerd & i @t et o1 TS g1 A a1 e gt S e
1A ¢ 3R URUMIREEY 3¢ @RS &R fear Srar 2|

(17) e a1dt & A H fedio o9 (o = gikarn @ sik
gt fqumT Iu erafay (@Hg W) Tar oW, 1982 & | 11 3
ST A & 916 3R THIR TG M & Aa J Y ey &
Hd & 3MTad § (UM 3R IS SRR WH & AT H (o) 39
ey R Ug 5 aedf SR R yeH &1 1 a1 &1 alkgar & faw
&1 fF1 ST e | graiifer, o A 59 9aTd &) gaol ®is fedr fb
a1 9¢d a1 o ggl, 97 gfS SR UxE & fore A e, g8
P 2 e % FWR AT T had & SIET § 3R 39
THR 9 HoT ¢ €1 7S 6

(18) SIS = B TTs 7, ISP HeToR gHRT AT 8 fb He
& fgad aafaa &1 alkgar Fuila s & o 9edf dar &1 78 i
ST AT g |

(19) T&faa Re arfest &1 3@ Uy & IR & TR FueH &
ferg fedier o9 & Twe < e

HRGTI

SAIHRUN : WG Yo § 3raried Fufg aret o difea Suam
& forg § i g ool 1Tl & 39 IHg o SR fardlt o/ 3d



Chambel Singh v. The State of Haryana and another
26

& fore st IuanT gt fran S goar g | 9t sadsiRe 8k
3MApTRS I & o vl &1 SIS TXeh T UHTOIS SN 3iR
fAwreT ok Sraf-au & I & Ry Iuged W |

HOh Tl
UiR1e] RS SR
ERCIRHER

10514 T9. .- RSHR | U4, g, 1., Hiwa. &



