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1691 / [2015] O Supreme(Mah) 2027 State of Maharashtra VS
Devilal IN THE HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT NAGPUR BENCH S.B.
Shukre, J. The State of Maharashtra - Appellants Vs. Devilal and Ors. -
Respondent ed ddi dul suda ¢ 3, Criminal Procedure Code, 1973 -
Section 258 Bombay Prohibition Act, 1949, Sections 65-B, 65-
D, 65-E, 65-F, 66(1)(B), 83, 86 and 108 Stopping of
proceedings. - Accused, on ground of inordinate delay in
disposal of trial alone, entitled to seek stopping of
proceedings. It is true, for lapse of it’s officers, State should
not be made to suffer. But, for those who are not part of the
Government, it is a lapse of the State and therefore, it is
equally true that for such inaction and such lapse on the part
of the State, the accused or the respondents also cannot be
made to suffer. As rightly submitted by the senior counsel,
the respondents on the ground of inordinate delay in disposal
of trial alone would be entitled to seek their discharge or

stopping of proceedings.
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