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Online Judgments is a web based portal from DLT Publications. This Web based portal has been thoroughly
overhauled to make your research experience even more easy, quick, and effective. We here at Online

Judgments have converted our journals such as:-
1) Supreme Laws Today (SLT) (Supreme Court)
2) Delhi Law Times (DLT) (Delhi High Court)
3) Consumer Protection Judgments (CPJ) (Consumer Law)
4) Accident & Compensation Cases (ACC) (S.C. & AllH.C.)
5) Divorce & Matrimonial Cases (DMC) (S.C. & AllH.C.)
6) Banking Cases (BC) (S.C., All H.C. & DRATS)
7) Delhi Law Times (Criminal) (DLT CRL.) (S.C. & DHC)

Into electronic form and uploaded on web. Our Search Engine includes Head-notes as well as Full Text
Judgments in replica form as per Book Print. This guide will help you understand how to navigate through the
Online Judgments and how you can leverage the powerful features that Online Judgments offers to help you in

your legal research. Online Judgments is quite simple, and accessible, you don't require complete education.

Open a browser window (such as Internet Explorer, Google Chrome, or Safari), type in

“‘www.Onlinejudgments.com” in the address bar, and press 'Enter' on your keyboard.

Onlinejudgments.com home page, you will be prompted to type in your Login ID and Password. User would have
received the password for his/her account at the required email address and mobile number or if you do not have

user name and password then sign-up for a free trial.
LOGGING IN: USERNAME- AND PASSWORD-BASED

The first thing that user will probably want to do on Onlinejudgments Web based portal is to type in your Login ID
(1) and Password (2). The email address user has used to create an account on Onlinejudgments.com also acts
as your Login ID; user will receive the password for his/her account on the same email address or mobile number

as seen inimage no. 1.
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Online Judgments is a web based portal from the DLT PUBLICATIONS. DLT ‘{

~ Welcome to Online Judgments
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PUBLICATIONS was started on 1st Journals on different branches of law and their
Digests. Religiously serving the legal fraternity all over India for almost four
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reporting of all reported and unreported judgments pronounced by Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India, various High Courts and Tribunals all over India on

different branches of Law.

Password
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Compensation Cases and Divorce & Matrimonial Cases into electronic form and LOgin
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pronounced by Supreme Court of India, Various High Courts and Tribunals. We
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IMAGE 1

If user has not registered himself and want to register it or take a free trial then he/she has to click on the free trial

option at first page and fill up the requirements mentioned in the form and once it is filled user has to click on the

“Submit” icon and then after sometime the user will receive the Login Id and Password on his Email address &

mobile number as seen in image no. 2.

,.,...;f,.’;‘.'.{f;
Free Trial Registration - Online Judgments
Sign-up details
Email Email
Password Password
(Password Length should be 8 characters!!)
Confirm Password Confim Password
Personal details
First Name First Name
Last Name Last Name
Company Company
Addross | Addess
State/City State.
Pincode Pincode
Country Country
Mobile Mobile
/1 Accept Terms & Conditions
suom
-

Step 3
SELECT DATABASE

emE

IMAGE 2

Once you have logged in, user can see a window showing options to select database as seen in image no. 3.
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M o search | I @ Print I & Bare Act I ® Database Welcome [ Log Off ]
SEENENE

Select Database

[®) complete © By Court Name © By Journal Name

Select Database

@Complete ) By Court Name ) By Journal Name

+ Select Database

IMAGE 3

There are three options as u can see in the picture to select database -:

COMPLETE

If you select the option of COMPLETE then you can search from the whole data base or from the data base,
journal which you have subscribed as seen in image no. 4.

A~ Search - I & Print I o Bare Act Ia Database Welcome [ Log Off ]

= —
1O} Comp|ete Q B / © By Court Name © By Journal Name

+ Select Database

IMAGE 4

COURT NAME

If u select the option of COURT NAME then you can search the data for the particular High court or various High

courts which you have selected. User can see below image no. 5.
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A~ Search I & Print I o Bare Act I ® Database Welcome [ Log Off |

uLe
Jiscmens

A

®)By Court Name ,
Complete © By Journal Name

[ calcutta High Court

1 Court () Jnarkhand High Court
qh Court \i\ Tripura High Court
) Rajasthan High Court
'\Urt ) Orissa High Court
() Madhya Pradesh High Court
urt [ Andhra Pradesh High Court

1 Allahabad High Court

) Punjab High Court

O MRTP.

() sikkim High Court

() Karnataka High Court

() Patna High Court o

+ Select Database

IMAGE 5

BY JOURNAL NAME

If user has subscribed more than one journal then user has the option to select the data base of journal
subscribed. If user has subscribed all our journals then user can select the option of COMPLETE as seen in

image no. 6.

5 search | - Ia Print I [ Bare Act I ® Database Welcome [ Log Off |

A

S — ®8y Journal Name
© Complete © By Court Name

ae
| JuacuienTs

(O Accident And Compensation Cases
= Consumer Protection Judgments
(2 Delhi Law Times

() Divorce & Matrimonial Cases

) Supreme Law Today

+ Select Database

IMAGE 6

Step 4

Once the user has selected the database then a window appears which shows various types of searches by using

the extensive databases of Onlinejudgments Web based portal brought to you, and the legal research made
© DLT SOFTWARE SOLUTIONS, 2015



quicker, easier, and more effective. There are two main types of searches that can be conducted: Basic Search

and Advanced Search. Let's start with '‘Basic Search' first.

Starting a search on Onlinejudgments is really simple. Once user start with the BASIC SEARCH there are various

options -:

WORD/TOPIC/PHRASE

User need to select the Word/Topic/Phrase option and text the search in the “Enter Text to Search” box. Type any
word, phrase or choose from pre-defined topics for research purpose. WORD SEARCH - One can also type
multiple words at one go e.g. Murder — Rape — Weapon and judgments would appear containing all these words.
PHRASE SEARCH — For a particular phrase user needs to use “quotes” e.g. “appreciation of evidence”,
judgments containing these three words together would appear. User can see in image no. 7.

After typing text in the search box the user can click on the Search Icon to search required text and the result

would appear.

e Search Print Bare Act Database
Cntbine

JUDGMENTS

.ext To Search

Enter Text To Search
’ I
® Word/Topic/Phrase -

~—~® WordrTopic/Phrase )

Judge Name Judge Name

Party Name

Party Name User can put in any word, phrase or choose from pre defined topics for
research purpo 9. Murd
Rape - Weapo \ rds.
PHRASE SEARCH - For a particular phrase user needs to use “quotes” e.g,
appreciation of evidence”, judgments containing these three words

can put in an¥ together would appear.

IMAGE 7

JUDGE NAME

If user has selected the Judge Name option then the user need to text the judge name in the “ Enter Text To
Search” box and click on the Search Icon, judgement would appear as per the Judge Name required, see image
no. 8.
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o Search | ~ I & Print I o Bare Act I @ Database Welcome [ Log Off |

aqre
JiocmeNTs

«extTo Search

Basic Search

Enter Text To Search

' Word/Topic/Phrase

Word/Topic/Phrase

[®] Judge Name

[®) Judge Name

Party Name

- Party Name
User can put in any word, phrase or choose from pre defined topics for
research purpose. One can aiso type multiple words at one go e.g. Murder -
Rape - Weapon and judgments would appear containing all these words
' : z PHRASE SEARCH - For a particular phrase user needs to use “quotes” e.g.
ser can put in any appreciation of evidence’, judgments containing these three words

~rch purpose ~ together would appear.

psearch || xCancel | ©Advance Search

IMAGE 8

PARTY NAME

If user knows the party name only then this is the best option to search the judgement by selecting the option of
the PARTY NAME and text the party name in the “Enter Text to Search” box and the judgment would appear.

User can text any one petitioner or respondent to view required judgment. See image no. 9.

.« TextTo Searcn Basic Search
{ Enter Text To Search
' Word/Topic/Phrase WordTopPhease
Judge Name

) Judge Name \

o User can put in any word, phrase or choose from pre defined topics for

'®' Party Name research purpose. One can also type multiple words at one go e.g. Murder -
Rape - Weapon and judgments would appear containing all these words.
PHRASE SEARCH - For a particular phrase user needs to use “quotes” e.g.
appreciation of evidence’, judgments containing these three words
together would appear.

User can put in any °
~search purpose ~

Ml
A~ search x Cancel © Advance Search

IMAGE 9

If user would like to be more selective in his/her searches, use the ADVANCE SEARCH function, which you can
view by clicking on the '"ADVANCE SEARCH Options’ tab. Once you click the 'Advanced Search Options’ tab, you
will see a list of options to be more specific in your search. The picture shows the list of options that appears when

you click the ‘Advanced Search Options’ tab as seen in image no. 10.
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5 search I & Print I D Bare Act I ® Database Welcome [ Log Off ]

Enter Text To Search

aTU v

1€ go e.g. Murde.

SMetTopcRiesy aning all these words.
T 2ds to use “quotes” e.g.
1 Party Name

.ing these three words

User can put in any word, phrase or choose from pre defined topics for
research purpose. One can also type multiple words at one go e.g. Murder -
Rape - Weapon and judgments would appear containing all these words.
PHRASE SEARCH - For a particular phrase user needs to use “quotes” e.g.
appreciation of evidence’, judgments containing these three words
together would appear.

e | e © Advance Search

IMAGE 10
ACT & SECTION

Once user selects Advance search option, on the top of the window ACT & SECTION option appears, user can
select any Act with multiple sections of that particular Act e.g. Indian Penal Code — Sections 32, 302, 376, in
C.P.C one can select multiple Orders/Rules in addition to Sections e.g. Order 7 Rule 11 and Order 2 Rule 2 and
Section 151.

Point 1— Select Act & Section tab to search judgment by Act name.

Point 2— The User has to text the Act name in the “ACT NAME” Box.

Point 3— The section or sections of that Act in the other boxes which are given under the Act name box as seen
in image no. 11.

£ Search |+ Ie Print Ir; Bare Act Ia Database Welcome [ Log Off |

Point 1 - Act & Section
Quantum Fatal/p e )

-t Name Act & Section Global Equivalent-Citation Citation

‘Quantum Fatal/Personal Injury

ct Name

Quantum Fatc

Section/Order/Rules Rules

Point 2 - Act Name

v]

v

T v
1

= User can select any Act with multiple sections of that particular Act e.g. Indian
Section/Order/Rules Penal Code - Section 32, 302, 376, in C.P.C one can select multiple Orders/Rules in
addition to sections e.g. Order 7 Rule 11 and Order 2 Rule 2 and section 151

Point3- | -

£ search * Cancel O Basic Search

IMAGE 11
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GLOBAL SEARCH

Once User selects Advance search option, on the top of the window the second tab is GLOBAL which makes the
search wide, precise and effective result as seen in image no. 12.

Fo U

Global quivalent-Citation Citation

‘Quantum Fatal/Personal Injury

Word/Phrase/Text

(
Near |10 :
[ Global E
This search has two features
1) Al

ND - by using this feature user can churn out all such judgments that contain
two or more specified words in one judgment. Such as “Death Penalty” AND
. Acquittal. 2) NEAR - by using this feature user can pull out all the judgments by
'/Pe rsonal In v entering two words, which are near fo each other with in 20 Characters. €.
Arbitral Award NEAR Jurisdiction, one would get results featuring these two words
near to each other.

£ search x Cancel O Basic Search

IMAGE 12

This search has two features:-

1) AND - by using this feature user can churn out all such judgments that contain two or more specified
words in one judgment. Such as “Death Penalty” AND “Acquittal”. See image 13.

5 search - Iu Print I 5 Bare Act Ia Database Welcome [ Log Off |

are
Jipsuents

. section I Glou

Quantum Fatal/Personal In,

Act & Section I Global

‘Quantum F; Persan I-
Word/Phrase/Text
[Death Penalty AND Acquittal
Near 10 >

This search has two features
1) AND - by using this feature user can churn out all such judgments that contain
two or more specified words in one judgment. Such as “Death Penalty” AND
Acquittal. 2) NEAR - by using this feature user can pull out all the judgments by
entering o words, which are near to each other with in 20 Characters. e.g
~is search has two fe Arbitral Award NEAR Jurisdiction, one would get results featuring these two words

near to each other.
= - bv ugin-

Equivalent-Citation Citation

Word/Phrase/Text
[Death Penalty AND Acquittal

Near 10

£ Search * Cancel 0 Basic Search

IMAGE 13

2) NEAR - by using this feature user can pull out all the judgments by entering two words, which are near to
each other within 5 - 20 characters. e.g. Arbitral Award NEAR Jurisdiction, one would get results featuring
these two words near to each other. See image 14.
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"9
« Section Global I_

_uantum Fatal/Personal Injury

Word/Phrase/Text

[Arbitral Award NEAR Jurisdiction

Near 10 =

=ch has two f~

EQUIVALENT CITATION

A~ Search I & Print I o Bare Act I ® Database ‘Welcome [ Log Off |

Equivalent-Citation Citation

Act & Section | Global

S et

Word/Phrase/Text
[Arbitral Award NEAR Jurisdiction

This search has two features

1) AND - by using this feature user can churn out all such judgments that contain
two or more specified words in one judgment. Such as ‘Death Penalty” AND
Acquittal. 2) NEAR - by using this feature user can pull out all the judgments by
entering two words, which are near to each other with in 20 Characters. e.g.
Arbitral Award NEAR Jurisdiction, one would get results featuring these two words
near to each other.

£ search % Cancel O Basic Search

IMAGE 14

Use AND OR NEAR in capital letters
for better search results. Use
double quotes(") for phrase or
sentence.

On the top of the window in advance search the third tab is Equivalent Citations.

This feature allows you to search a desired judgment by typing the citations of other journals e.g. SCC, AIR etc.

Under equivalent citation tab there are three boxes, in First box user need to select Journal name in the Second

box user need to select the year of the citation and in the Third box user need to select full citation which he wants

to search. After selecting all the options in the boxes the user need to click on the search tab which is mentioned

at the bottom of the window as seen in image no. 15.

e
Soous

o search | I., Print I & Bare Act I © Database Welcome [ Log Off |

Act & Section | Global Equivalent-Citation itation

Quantum Fatal/Personal Injury

Journal Select--

Year —Select- v

Journal | --Select--
Year | -Select-- v |

Equivalent Citation |--Select-- v |

This feature allows you to search a desired judgment by typing the citations of
other journals.

£ search » Cancel O Basic Search

IMAGE 15
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CITATION SEARCH

On the top of the window in advance search the Fourth tab is Citation Search. This allows you to search for the
citations of journals which are published by DLT Publications.

In first box select the journal of the citation second box select the year of the citation, in the third box select the
volume no. of the citation, in the fourth box select the page no. of the citation and the fifth box select the citation
as a whole. After selecting all the boxes the user need to click the search tab which is mentioned at the bottom of
the window as seen in image no.16. In case of DELHI LAW TIMES the citation of DLT (Criminal) is also included

with citations of unreported judgments in first volume for each year. Under the citation tab there are five boxes.

JUDGMENTS

= tion \ Citation
Act & Secti Global | Equivalent-Citati Citat > = . .
ctasecion | Giobal | Equivatentiatiog | citaion |5 |
Quantum Fatal/Personal Injury
v

Journal | -Select--

Yeal --Select-- v
' v

VolNo |-Select- v

Page -Select-- v
Journal | --Select--

Citation | --Select-- v
Year --Select-- v

This allows you to cf for the citations of journals wh\cfh are publ\she? by DLT

= = Publications. DELHI LAW TIMES the cit n of DLT (Criminal) is also
Vol No Select-- v included with of unreported judgments in
Page --Select-- v
Citation | --Select-- v
S h C | O Basic Search

IMAGE 16

QUANTUM FATAL/PERSONAL INJURY

This exclusive search option is available for subscribers of Accident & Compensation Cases (ACC) or user of
ACC Online to search compensation in Accident Cases. e.g.: Age/Multiplier/Interest/Disability in the search box.

Then click the search button below as seen image no. 17.
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@l /2 o search  ~ In Print I [ Bare Act I ® Database Welcome [ Log Off |
SDENENES

Act & Section Equivalent-Citation Citation

M Quantum Fatal/Personal Injury
X I ——

. *Q Fatal O P I Inj
Quantum Fatal/Personal Injury ‘ N S

Age From (Years) [ Select - v
Age To (Years) [ select -~~~ v
Lol [-selea-1| ® Quantum Fatal Personal Injury
Interest |- Select -
Age From (Years) | -- Select --

After typing the required information e.g. Age/Multiplier/n
search dialogue box, a click on the search button will give
starting with SC and followed by all High Court of our countg

Age To (Years) | -- Select -
#search | x| Multiplier | -- Select -
Interest | -- Select -

IMAGE 17
When user logs in then a window appears and on the top of the window there are 5 Icons user can see :-

15t Icon
SEARCH

If user clicks the SEARCH icon then he/she will go back to the main window which gives you the option for the
Basic Search or the Advance Search as seen in image no. 18.

W ; 5 search TD, Print I o Bare Act I ®© Database Welcome [ Log Off ]
e

Select Database

® complete © By Court Name © By Journal Name ‘ p SearCh v |

+ Select Database

IMAGE 18
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PRINT

If user wants to take the Replica printout (same as Book) of a judgement then he/she can select this icon PRINT
and required judgement can be downloaded in his computer and printout can be taken. At the bottom of the

window user can see an icon which is a PDF file of a judgement as seen in image no. 19.

5 Search vdf., Prinlb‘_y Bare Act I ® Database Welcome [ Log Off |

2L L e
Ziocuents

IMAGE 19

3" |con
REFINE SEARCH

When user has searched anything and a judgement appears after that he wants his search to be more specific
then user can select the option of REFINE SEARCH for required result. Even in the refine search again user has
a lot of options to refine his search by opting word/phrase, topic, Judge Name, party hame, Act name, lawyer

name, result. There is no limitation for the user to refine his search as seen in image no. 20.

Enter Text To Refine Your Search

l

© Word/Phrase
I Topic

' Judge Name
~Party Name
~Act Name

~ Lawyer Name

~Result

£ Search x Cancel

IMAGE 20
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BARE ACT

By selecting this icon user can search for the required Bare Acts. Text the name of the Act in the “ACT NAME”

box and click on the search option. The user even has the option to take out the print outs of those bare acts as
seen images no. 21 & 22.

5 search  ~ I a Prinlq o Bare Act Pa Database Welcome [ Log Off |

[®) complete © By Court Name 0 By Journal Name

| M Bare Act I

+ Select Database

IMAGE 21

Act Name

[PROTECTION OF WOMEN FROM DOMESTIC VIOLENCE ACT

Search = Print

THE PROTECTION OF WOMEN FROM DOMESTIC VIOLENCE
ACT, 2005
(43 of 2005)

[13th September, 2005]

An Act to provide for more effective protection of the rights of women
guaranteed under the Constitution who are victims of violence of any kind
occurring within the family and for matters connected therewith or incidental

thereto.
Be it enacted by Parliament in the Fifty-sixth Year of the Republic of India
as follows:—
CHAPTER ]
PRELIMINARY

1. Short title, extent and commencement.—(1) This Act may be called
the Protection of Women from Domestic Violence Act, 2005.

(2) It extends to the whole of India except the State of Jammu and

IMAGE 22
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DATABASE

This is an option where user can change the database. If user wants to make his research specific for a particular
High Court or a particular journal then he/she can select the option for database and change it as required. See

image no. 23.

O Complete By Court Name By Journal Name

+ Select Database

IMAGE 23

If user searches any judgement, on top of the judgement he/she can see :-
Point 1— Citation of that Particular Case / Judgment.

Point 2— Name of the Court where the judgment is pronounced.

Point 3— Name of the Judges who delivered the Judgment.

Point 4— Name of the Parties.

Point 5— Case Number of that particular Judgment as seen in image no 24.
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search - | @ print | 2 Rofine search | gare act | = Database

IV (2015) SLT 404
SUPREME COURT OF INDLA

H.L. Dattu, CJL; S.A. Bobde & Arun Mishra, JJ.

PURUSHOTTAM DASHRATH BORATE & ANR —Appellants
versus
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA—Respondent

Crl. Appeal No. 1439 of 2013—Decided on 8.5.2015
() Indian Penal Code, 1860 — Sections 302, 376(2)(g). 364, 404 r/w Section 120B — Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Section 354(3) — Murder — Gang rape — K — Criminal ¥ — Dishonest
Death sentence — Stolen items and vehicle recovered pursuant to tatement made hy accused Age alone cannat he a As 2 mitigating Similarly family of accused also could not be said to
Dbe a mitigating circumstance — Lack of criminal antecedents also cannot be considered committed by accused

ersons — Helnous offence of gang-rape of innocent and helpless young woman by tho{ s ch shocks and repulses

fou..m-. conscience of (omnu:lt}"nndp(taln — This case m?: within n‘!egory of “rarest IV (201 5) SLT 404 --1 o

vt s i S5 i e oo SUPREME COURT OF INDIA -- 2 -

In of State which can be
achieved through instrumentality of criminal law — Society today has been infected wit]

o lich may be achieved by
mposing appropriate sentence — Court s required fo mould seateaclng sysiem to meet H.L. Dattu, CJL; S.A. Bobde & Arun Mishra, JJ. -3 ibon Gristoe; coonc

ission of crime, conduct
of accused and all other attending circumstances are relevant facts which would enter inte

bd.

PURUSHOTTAM DASHRATH BORATE & ANR . —Appellants [Para 2y
(iff) Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Section 354(3) — Death Sentence — “Ra Py hecused does not act on
provocation or on spur of moment, but meticulously executes a deliberate, cold-blooded a| versus dence would tilt heavily
towards death sentence — Criminal law requires strict adherence to rule of proportionali]

of property —

STATE OF MAHARASHTRA—Respondent [Para 2y
(iv) Sentence — In recent years, rising crime rate, particularly violent crimes agaii = fricter yardstick so as to
act as a deterrent — There are shockingly large number of cases where sentence of puni| Cril .~!ppeal No. 1439 0f301 3—Decided on 8.5.2015 -- 5 lice suffer by weakening
system’s credibility — Object of sentencing policy should be to see that crime does not g - ¥
[Para 38]
Result: Appeal dismissed.
Cases referred:
) Rankaw Cimnb s Ctata nf Dumink (1080 ) €OC K94 (Dalindl [Omvn 147 "
Citation + Decided On Party Name Court
1V (2015) SLT 517 1572015 DEVIDAS RAMACHANDRA TULIAPURKAR v. STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Supreme Court of India
1V (2015) 517 509 17742015 M. NARAYAN v. STATE OF KARNATAKA Supreme Court of India
1V (2015) SLT 454 28/4/2015 UPENDRA PRADHAN v. STATE OF ORISSA

Supreme Court of India

OF MAHARASHTRA

Supreme Court of 1oda

1V (2015) SLT 268 24/3/2018 VUTUKURU LAKSHMALAH v, STATE OF A7, Supreme Court of India

>1 5| Goto page: | Row count |5 Showing 13 of 7327

IMAGE 24

If user searches any judgement, the topic searched would be highlighted with yellow colour in the judgement. If
suppose we have searched for murder as seen in the picture murder is highlighted in yellow colour whether that
word is in judgement or in headnote as seen in image no. 25.

IV (2015) SLT 404
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

H.L. Dattu, CJL; S.A. Bobde & Arun Mishra, JJ. I
PURUSHOTTAM DASHRATH BORATE & ANR —Appellants

versus
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA—Respondent
Crl. Appeal No. 1439 of 2013—Degidad. 20

(i) Indian Penal Code, 1860 — Sections 302, 376(2)(g), 364, 404 r/w Section 120B — Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Section 354(3) — Murder — Gang rape — Ki — Criminal v — Dishonest of property —
Death sentence — Stolen items and vehicle recovered pursuant to confessional statement made by accused — Age alone cannot be a as a mitigating — Similarly, family background of accused also could not be said to
De a mitigating circumstance — Lack of criminal also cannot be as mitigating P v takirfg into nature of and cold and calculated manner in which it was committed by accused
persons — Heinous offence of gang-rape of innocent and helpless young woman by those in whom she had reposed trust, followed by|a cold-blooded murder and calculated fattempt of cover-up is one such instance of a crime which shocks and repulses
collective conscience of community and Court — This case falls within category of “rarest of rare” which merits death penalty and none Moo doath-anardod d-appellants confirmed.

[Paras 33, 35, 36, 37, 39, 40, 41]
[State which can be

(ii) Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 — Section 354(3) — Death Sentence — Rarest of rare cases — Law regulates
achieved through instrumentality of criminal law — Society today has been infected with lawlessness that has gravely

hay be achieved by
imposing appropriate sentence — Court is required o mould sentencing system to meet this challenge — Facts and given 54 (3) _ M“ l'del' _ Ga ng l'ap e — Ki( h of crime, conduct

of accused and all other attending circumstances are relevant facts which would enter into area of consideration — Based

R ———————— [ e R T R

fed does not act on
provocation or on spur of moment, but meticulously executes a deliberate, cold-blooded and pre-planned crime, giving sca % S B . e would tilt heavily
towards death sentence — Criminal law requires strict adherence to rule of proportionality in awarding punishment and s| g lnto cons]dera tlon n ature of helnous

Ed

[Para 34)
(iv) Sentence — In recent years, rising crime rate, particularly violent crimes against women has made criminal s

vardstick 1
. e et s 12 cold-blooded minEsieE and calculatedfioxxs

system’s credibility — Object of sentencing policy should be to see that crime does not go unpunished and victim of crime

Result: Appeal dismissed.
Cases referred:

3 Backam Cimat 3. Comte af Durmink 1090\ 3 OAC £S4_ (DA

Citation + Decided On Party Name Court

1V (2015) LT 517 152018 DEVIDAS RAMACHANDRA TUIAPURKAR v. STATE OF MAHARASHTRA 8 ORS. Supreme Court of India
IV (2015) LT 508 17/4/2015 M. NARAYAN v, STATE OF KARNATAKA Supreme Court of India
1V (2015) LT 454 20/4/2015 UPENDRA PRADHAN v. STATE OF ORISSA

Supeame Court of India

1V (2015) 51T 268 24272018 VUTUKURU LAKSMMALAH v, STATE OF A.P.

Supreme Court of India
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When user searches for any judgement, window appears with the judgements on the topic searched. At the
bottom of the window as you can see in the picture below, there are judgements in the tabular form which

contains the citation of the case their date of decision and the party name with court name. The judgement which
user will select would be highlighted in blue.

If you see at the bottom of the table there are symbols with the sign of greater than “>” and less than “<” these
signs are just to change the pages of the table and user has the option to increase or reduce the row counts of the
table by clicking on “Row counts” as seen in the image no. 26 and adjust it as per the convenience.

At the bottom on the right side corner the user can see the word “Showing” that means the number of judgements
in the database on the topic which user has searched for.

IV (2015) SLT 509
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
T.5. Thakur & Amitava Roy, JJ.

M NARAYAN—Appellant
versus

(i) Indian Penal Code, 1860 — Sections 304B, 49| v e . ihiti i — Cruelty — Dowry Demand — Presumption — Deceased died due to asphyxia as a
vest ot hangig - Procon e woprene copin]  (1V) DOWTY Prohibition Act, 1961 —mBagtions | i Lol io b provde mieveabe i e s ot s
unambiguously demonstrates the buildup of intolerabl| ly coherent, consistent and compact — Evidence on record demonstrates in emphatic
terms that deceased had been complaining of appellan L Being subjected to continuous and ruthless harassment and ill-treatment resulting in
severe physical and mental forture — Conviction and shig gy 1 | 6 led O
» v i y 4 [Paras 18, 19, 27, 30, 31, 32]
Cases referred:
1 Rajinder Singh v. State of Punja, 1,015 SLT 5234\ (2015) SLT 517 | 8 Ro1s Para 0]
2. Surinder Singh v. State of Haryana, 111 2 9 [Para 20]
3. Kans Raj v State of Punjab, IV (2000) S} 62=1 2 1 0 [Para 29]
4 Sher Singh v. State of Haryana, | (2015) SLT 4821 ( (Para 20)
5. Dinesh v State of Haryana, I\ (2014) SLT 179=111 (§ 1 1 [Para 29]
(@) Indian Pensl Code, 1860 — Section 3048 — D ¥ (2015) SLT 454 12 2015 ediately before.
(13 e
bl V (2015) SLT 404 | p1s
Surinder Singh v_State of Haryana, [I1 (2014) SLT 24=] 1 4 [Para 20)
(1) Indian Penal Code, 1860 — Sections 304B, 49 |15
[V (2015) SLT 268 2015 [Para 21)
() Dowry Prohibition Act, 1961 —pSegrionsp. 3. | 20 | indirectly but also penalises such act.
4 o ou
— 2 = > | >> | Go to page: ¥ | Rowcount:|5 ¥ =
v (2015) SLT 517 g 2015 Supreme Court of India
PE—: s a
T P B s UPENDRA PRADHAN v. STATE OF ORISSA uoveme o
B os PURUSHOTTAM DASHRATH BORATE & ANR. v. STATE OF MAHARASHTRA
15 bois VUTUKURU LAKSMMALAM v, STATE OF AP,
120
B
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Follow On

This software has unique feature of “Follow On”, any judgement which user has searched, this feature would tell
in how many further cases this judgment is followed (status of the judgment). The same is mentioned on top of the
judgment in blue colour citation by the name of “Follow On” written in black colour as seen in image no. 27.
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This Judgment is Overruled by MT. SAVITA GARG v. THE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL HEART INSTITUTE, IV (2004) CPJ 40 (SC)
(Equivalent Citation:- 2002 ), 2002 (2) CPC 289 (NC))

(Follow On:- III (2004) CPJ 664, I (2006) CPJ 47 (NC))

BASANT SETH & ANR —Complainants
versus
REGENCY HOSPITAL LTD —Opposite Party
Origmal Petition No. 99 of 1994—Decided on 22.1.2002

Consumer Protection Act, 1986 — Section 2(1)(g) — Medical Service — Deficiency in Service — Complainant’s mother died due to alleged negligence of hospital — Complainant not joined by father and brother — Case not supported by doctors who
were close relatives of complainant — Allegation of negligence against doctor not permitted without making the doctor party to proceedings — Proper treatment given— Deceased’s case not fit for surgery proved — Allegations of negligence and
incompetence inst hospital, staff and doctors not proved — Complaint dismissed with cost.

Held : To put it more candidly complainant has sought compensation for causing the untimely death of his mother due to gross negligence and the deficiency in service on the part of the Hospital authorities including the doctors and nurses and for mental agony
undergone by the complamant and hus famuly during the treatment. Complamant 1s a bachelor. We do not know which family members he 1s referring to. His father was alive at the time of filing of this complant. His father or even hus brother did not join the complainant 10
making allegations of negligence, etc. against the Hospital, the doctors and the Hospital staff and seeking compensation as claimed by the complainant, though brother of the complamant was permitted to join at the fag end of the proceedings by order dated 3.12.2001 when
arguments heard and orders reserved in the complaint. It is not that. that he had signed the pleadings or even appeared to support the complainant Other close relatives of the complainant whose names have come in the proceedings are three doctors nemely, Dr. Sharad Seth.
Dr. KM Seth and Dr. KK. Kapoor. They also do not support the complainant that there were any failings or faults on the part of the Hospital. its staff or the doctors in providing proper medical management services and treatment to the deceased. A team of competent
doctors namely, Dr. VK. Mishra, Dr. Mohit Kacker, and Dr. Mukul Verma treated the deceased. As a matter of fact any allegation of incompetence or negligence against a doctor cannot be permitted or looked into without making the doctor party in the proceedings. An
independent witness Dr. DK. Chhabra, a reputed Neuro-surgeon whose competence could ot even be doubted by the complamnant or his witness Dr. Saxena, appeared i the proceedings and testified that the treatment given to the deceased was proper and nothing more
could have been done. He also stated that case of Krishna Seth was not a fit and proper case for surgery. There was no warrant whatsoever for the complamant to file this complaint making allegations of negligence and icompetence against the Hospital, ifs staff and the
doctors

Complainant has failed to prove any negligence on the part of the Hospital. This complaint has no merit and is dismissed with cost of Rs. 10.000/-

Result : Complaint dismissed.
Counsel for the Parties :
For the Complainants - M. Zalit Bhasin, Ms. Shipra Mathur and Ms. Sonia Mehta, for Mis. Bhasin & Co., Advocates.
For the Opposite Party : Mr. Joseph Vellapally, Sr. Adv. with My Vikas Mehta and Ms. Ind Malliorra, Advocares.
ORDER

Mr. Justice D.P. Wadhwa, President—Complainant is the son of Mrs. Krishna Seth who died on 31.10.1993 in the opposite party's hospital. Complaint is that the death was due to gross negligence on the part of the Regency Hospital Ltd. (for short Hospital). This
complaint was filed on 28.4.1994. Admittedly when the complaint was filed. father of the complainant (husband of the deceased) was alive and the deceased was also survived by her other son Neither his father nor his other brother are parties to this complaint. During
pendency of the complaint it is stated that the father expired. During the course of arguments when this flaw in the complaint was pointed out. an application was filed on 16.10.2001 to bring on record Mr. Amar Seth, brother of the complainant also as a complainant Since
10 objction was ased by he opposite paty-Hospital metmo of patis s allowed 1 be amended and Ammar Seth was dded s second complainant

Citation « Dedded on Party Name Court

Goto pogms 1] Rew courts[5_¥ FE—
Shoie G Search For: itatisn "1 021 CB) 52 (G

IMAGE 27

Equivalent Citation

The judgements which are published in our journals and same judgements are published in various other journals
the citation of all those journals are mentioned in our software by the name of “ Equivalent Citations” on the top of
the window with black colour as seen in image no. 28.

I ey - | | [ R

This Judgmer

n ) CPJ 40 (SC)
Equivalent Citation:- 2002 (2) CPR 62 (NC), 2002 (2) CLT 590 (NC), 2002 NCJ 511 (NC), 2002 (2) CPC 289 (NC,
Follove o111 12 L2 a7l

2002 (2) CPR 62 (NC), 2002 (2) CLT 590 (NC), 2002 NCJ 511 (NC), 2002 (2) CPC 289 (NC)) |

REDRESSAL COMMISSION, NEW DELHI
Hon'ble Mr. Justice D.P. Wadhwa, President. Mr. Justice
JK. Mehra, Mrs. Rajyalakshmi Rao & Mr. B K. Taimm, Members
BASANT SETH & ANR —Complamants
versus
REGENCY HOSPITAL LTD —Opposite Party
Onginal Petition No. 99 of 1994—Decided on 22.1.2002

Consumer Protection Act, 1986 — Section 2(1)(g) — Medical Service — Deficlency in Service — Complainant’s mother died due to alleged negligence of hospital — Complainant not joined by father and brother — Case not supported by doctors who
were close relatives of complainant — Allegation of negligence against doctor not permitted without making the doctor party to proceedings — Proper treatment given— Deceased’s case not fit for surgery proved — Allegations of negligence and
incompetence against hospital, staff and doctors not proved — Complaint dismissed with cost.

Held : To put it more candidly complainant has sought compensation for causing the untimely death of his mother due to gross negligence and the deficiency in service on the part of the Hospital authorities including the doctors and nurses and for mental agony
undergone by the complamant and his famly during the treatment. Complamant 1s a bachelor. We do not know which famuly members he 1s referring to. His father was alive at the time of filing of this complamt. His father or even his brother did not jom the complamant in
making allegations of negligence, etc. against the Hospital, the doctors and the Hospital staff and seeking compensation as claimed by the complamant. though brother of the complainant was permuitted to join at the fog end of the proceedings by order dated 3.12.2001 when
arguments heard and orders reserved in the complaint. It is not that, that he had signed the pleadings or even appeared to support the complainant. Other close relatives of the complainant whose names have come in the proceedings are three doctors namely, Dr. Sharad Seth,
Dr. KM Seth and Dr. KK. Kapoor. They also do not support the complamant that there were any failings or faults on the part of the Hospital, its staff or the doctors in providing proper medical management services and treatment to the deceased. A team of competent
doctors namely, Dr. VK. Mishra, Dr. Mohit Kacker, and Dr. Mukul Verma treated the deceased. As a matter of fact any allegation of incompetence or negligence agamst a doctor cannot be permitted or looked info without making the doctor party in the procesdings. An
independent witness Dr. DK. Chhabra. a reputed Neuro-surgeon whose competence could not even be doubted by the complainant or his witness Dr. Saxena, appeared in the procesdings and testified that the treatment given to the deceased was proper and nothing more
could have been done. He also stated that case of Knishna Seth was not a fit and proper case for surgery. There was no warrant whatsoever for the complamant to file this complaint making allegations of negligence and incompetence agamst the Hospital, its staff and the
doctors

Complainant has failed to prove any negligence on the part of the Hospital. This complamt has no merit and is dismissed with cost of Rs. 10,000/~

| (Equivalent Citation:

Paras 20 and 2.
Result : Complaint dismissed.

Counsel for the Parties :

For the Complainants : My. Lalit Bhasin, Ms. Shipra Mathur and Ms. Sonia Mehta, for Ms. Bhasin & Co., Advocates

For the Opposite Party - Mr. Joseph Vellapally, Sr. Adv. with Mr. Vikas Mehta and Ms. Indu Malhotra, Advocates.

ORDER

Mr. Justice D.P. Wadhwa, President—Complainant is the son of Mrs. Krishna Seth who died on 31.10.1993 in the opposite party’s hospital. Complaint is that the death was due to gross negligence on the part of the Regency Hospital Ltd. (for short Hospital). This

complaint was filed on 28.41994. Admittedly when the complaint was filed, father of the complainant (husband of the deceased) was alive and the deceased was also survived by her other son. Neither his father nor his other brother are parties to this complaint. Durmg

pendency of the complaint it is stated that the father expired. During the course of arguments when this flaw in the complaint was pointed out, an application was filed on 16.10.2001 to bring on record Mr. Amar Seth, brother of the complainant also as a complainant. Since
10 objction was rased by the opposite pary-Hospital,memo of parties was allowed o be amended and Amar Seth was added assecond complanant

Citation v Decided on Party Name Court
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Overruled Judgements
This software has a very informative feature of Overruled Judgements, Informing the user which judgement has

overruled the other judgement.
If user has searched any judgement and it is overruled by the other judgement then on top of the judgement in
Red colour it is mentioned that “This Judgement is Overruled by the judgment mentioned with name and citation”

as seen in the picture given below image no. 29.

W R - | [ [ ]

SMT. SAVI'IA GAR(. v. THE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL HEART INSTITUTE, IV (2004) CPJ 40 (SC) ] [
leollow oni- 111 (2004) Cp) 664, 1 (2006) ceraz e

This Judgment is Overruled by :

This Judgment is Overruled by : SMT. SAVITA GARG v. THE DIRECTOR, NATIONAL HEART INSTITUTE, IV (2004) CPJ 40 (SC)

Fon ble Mr. Justice D P, Wadhwa, President. Mr Justics B
JK. Mehra, Mrs. Rajyalakshmi Rao & Mr. B K. Taimni. Members e
BASANT SETH & ANR —Complainants
versus
REGENCY HOSPITAL LTD —Opposite Party
Orniginal Petition No. 99 of 1994—Decided on 22.1.2002

Consumer Protection Act, 1986 — Section 2(1)() — Medical Service — Deficlency in Service — Complainant’s mother died due to alleged negligence of hospital — Complainant not joined by father and brother — Case not supported by doctors who
were close relatives of — Allegation of negligence against doctor not permitted without making the doctor party to proceedings — Proper treatment given— Deceased’s case not fit for surgery proved — Allegations of negligence and
incompetence against hospital, staff and doctors not proved — Complaint dismissed with cost.

Held : To put it more candidly complainant has sought compensation for causing the untimely death of his mother due to gross negligence and the deficiency i service on the part of the Hospital authorities including the doctors and nurses and for mental agony
undergone by the complamant and hus family during the treatment. Complamant 15 a bachelor. We do not know which family members he is referring to. His father was alive at the time of filing of this complatnt. His father or even hs brother did not join the complamant 1
making allegations of negligence, etc. against the Hospital. the doctors and the Hospital staff and seeking compensation as claimed by the complainant. though brother of the complainant was permutted to join at the fag end of the proceedings by order dated 3.12.2001 when
arguments heard and orders reserved in the complaint. It is not that. that he had signed the pleadings or even appeared to support the complainant. Other close relatives of the complainant whose names have come in the proceedings are three doctors namely, Dr. Sharad Seth.
Dr. K M. Seth and Dr. KK. Kapoor. They also do not support the complamant that there were any failings or faults on the part of the Hospital, its staff or the doctors in providing proper medical management services and treatment to the deceased. A feam of competent
doctors namely, Dr. VK. Mishra. Dr. Mohit Kacker. and Dr. Mukul Verma treated the deceased. As a matter of fact any allegation of incompetence or negligence agaist a doctor cannot be permitted or looked info without making the doctor party i the proceedings. An
independent witness Dr. DK. Chhabra, a reputed Neuro-surgeon whose competence could not even be doubted by the complainant or his witness Dr. Saxena, appeared in the proceedings and testified that the treatment given to the deceased was proper and nothing more
could have been done. He also stated that case of Krishna Seth was not a fit and proper case for surgery. There was no warrant whatsoever for the complainant to file this complaint making allegations of negligence and mcompetence against the Hospital, its staff and the

doctors.

Complainant has failed to prove any negligence on the part of the Hospital. This complamt has no menit and is dismissed with cost of Rs. 10,000/~
(Paras 20 and 21)

Result : Complaint dismissed.
Counsel for the Parties :
For the Complamants : Mr. Lalir Bhasin, Ms. Shipra Mathur and Ms. Sonia Mehta, for M/s. Bhasin & Co., Advocates.
For the Opposite Party - Mr. Joseph Vellapally, Sr. Adv. with Mr. Vikas Mehta and Ms. Indu Malhotra, Advocates.
ORDER

Mr. Justice D.P. Wadhwa, President—Complainant is the son of Mrs. Krishna Seth who died on 31.10.1993 in the opposite party’s hospital. Complaint is that the death was due to gross negligence on the part of the Regency Hospital Ltd. (for short Hospital). This
complamt was filed on 28.4 1994 Adnuttedly when the complamt was filed, father of the complamant (husband of the deceased) was alive and the deceased was also survived by her other son. Neither his father nor his other brother are parties to this complamt. Durmg
pendency of the complaint it 1s stated that the father expired. During the course of arguments when this flaw in the complant was pointed out, an application was filed on 16.10.2001 to bring on record Mr. Amar Seth, brother of the complamant also as a complainant. Since.
no objechon was raised by the opposite pary- Hospital, memo of parties was allowed to be amended and Amar Seth was added as second cempumm

Party Name

BASANT SETH & ANR. v. RUGENCY HOSPLTAL LID.
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If user has searched for a judgement and that judgement has overruled the other judgement, the judgement which

has overruled is mention in Green colour on the top of the judgement and name is mentioned with its citation, as

seen in the picture given below in image no. 30.

Search - & Pri A i h ) ba:

111 (2002) CPJ 407 (NC)

(3) CLT 604 (SC), 2004 (2) CPC 675 (SC), 2004(Supp-5) SCR 359, 2004(9) SRI 515, 2004(4)
.ll

Th|s Judgment has Overruled II1 (2002) CPJ 407 (NC) e

T Tz P T ITNCE TY ;agg)

(Equivalent Citation:- VI (2004) SLT 385, 2005 (1) CPR 54 (SC), 2004 (8) SCC 56, 2004 (8) JT'

(Follow On:-

n (2004) CPJ 40 (SC)

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

B.N. Agrawal & A.K. Mathur, JJ.

SMT. SAVITA GARG—Appellant

versus
THE DIRECTOR. NATIONAL HEART INSTITUTE—Respondent

Civil Appeal No. 4024 of 2003 from Judgment and Order dated 6.2.2003 of National Consumer Disputes Redressal Commission. New Delhi in O.P. No. 121 of 1995—Decided on 12.10.2004
1 of original petition : Duties and functions of National Commission — Law regarding non-joinder of necessary party under CPC, Order 1 Rule 10
ion in interest of and not to short-circuit matter or defeat claim on technical grounds — Heavy burden
volved in

Medical Negligence : Non-impleadment of treating doctor as necessary party could not result in dismi
there also even no suit shall fail because of mis-joinder or non-joinder of parties — Consumer Forum primarily meant to provide better
cannot be placed on patient or family members/relatives to implead all those doctors who treated patient or nursing staff to be impleaded as party — Burden lies on hospital and concerned doctor who treated patient that there was no negligence i
treatment — In both contingencies i.e. “contract of service” and “contract for service” Courts have taken view that hospital is responsible for acts of their permanent staff as well as staff whose services temporarily requisitioned for treatment of patients —
ing treating doctor in defence that all due care and caution taken and despite that patient died — Order passed by National Commission set aside — Consumer Protection Act, 1986 — Sections 22,

But at same time hospital can discharge burden by prod

13(4), 13(5), 13(6) — Civil Procedure Code, 1908 — Order 1 Rule 8 — Consumer Protection Rules, 1987 — Rule 14(1)(b).
[Paras 10,16, 17]

Result : Appeal allowed.

Cases referred:

1.1942(2) AILER 237. (Dissented) Para 12]
2.1947 (1) AILER 633. (Referred) [Para l2

3.1951 (2) KB 343. (Referred) [Para ]4]
4. LIL(1995) CPJ 1 (SCI=AIR 1996 SC 550. (Relied) (Parals]
5.1(1996) CLT $32 (SC)=1996 (2) SCC 634. (Relied) Para 1o,
6. TII (1998) SLT 685=1998 (4) SCC 39. (Referred) [Para 16]

Counsel for the Parties :
For the Appellant | \Mr. Dinesh Kumar Garg and Mr. Manzoor Ali Khan, Advocates.
For the Respondent - Mr. Rajshekhar Rao, Advocate for My } Vayyar, Advocate.

JUDGMENT

THE DIRECTOR, RATIONAL HEART I}

1V (2004) CP 40 (5C)
Shewing 1-10f1

i Search For: Citation 1) (3004) CP 42 (SC).
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History

If user wants to see the history which all cases he/she has searched then he/she can click on the Icon on the top

of the window with the SEARCH Icon an “Arrow” facing downward as seen in the picture given below image no.

31 showing search history.
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Search History

l;: Search | ~ | & Print I o8

Search History

IMAGE 31

Log Off

Once user completes with his search he can click on the icon “log off” on top right hand side corner of the window

as seen in image no. 32.
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