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9 3 The criminal Courts should excersice thçir availabl¢ powers, such as those under sec 309, 311, 

258 of the Code of criminal Proccdurce to effectuate the right to spcedy trial. A watchful and diligent 

trial judge can prove to tbc bettet protector of such right than any guidelines. In appropriate cases, 

Jurisdiction of the High court under sec 482 CrPC and Article 226 227 of the Constitution can be 

invoked sccking appropiate rclicf dr suitable dircctions. 

3. u G4zid 4 o eIssi Mulchand Motilal Raka Vs Maharastra 1996(2) Crimes Pg 177 Bom adl 

6a12a Sec 258 of the Codc of which cmpowers to stop the proccedings in certain cases is 

intended to mcct with certajn situation, whcfc the proscnce of açcuscd persons c¡n not be securcd or 

can not be sccurpd by the pfosccution, which is necessary for the 
preschice of any important witncss 
trial of the casc. Therefore, whore the Magistrate docs not find it possible to dispose of the mattcr 

by adopting normal proccdure contemplatcd by the Code for onc rcason or otheras herein above 

statcd, in such situa�ion it would be pen to thc Magistrate to stop further proccedings of the case. 

Scc 258 of the Code can bc rosorted to wherc the spccjal qr uhusal circumstanccs çxists, such as 

non-appcarance of the accuscd b¢forc the Court for considerab<e time \of of the important witness of 

the prosccution, which make it difficult or impossiblc for the Magistratd to procçed with the case in 

normal way. Thercforc, in such situation, wherc the Magistrate finds it difficult to decide the case on 

merit, witbout any bindrancc, in the normal manncr. as proccdurc under the Code, the provisions of 
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"(5) The Criminal Courts should exercise their available powers, such as those under Sections 

309, 311 and 258 of Code of Criminal Procedure to effectuate the right to speedy 

trial. A watchful and diligent trial judge can prove to be better protector of such right than 

magi 
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Scc 258 of the Code be resorted to," 
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any guide-lines. " 
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