>

| TEM NO. 5 Court No. 6 SECTION I | A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRLMP No. 1275 of 2014 in Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Cl)
No('s). 1559/ 2013

(From the judgenent and order dated 21/01/2013 in BA No.3980/2012, of The
H GH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI )

RAJESH KUVAR FOGLA Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF JHARKHAND Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for extension of time and office report ))

Date: 03/02/2014 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. NAGAPPAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Sarad Kumar Singhani a, Adv.

For

Respondent (s)

Ashok Dhamija, Adv.
S. T. Ahnad, Adv.

Soni a Dhamija, Adv.
B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

SFSF

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Whil e dismssing SLP(Crl.) No. 1559 of 2013 we had directed
the Trial Court to expedite hearing of the argunents on the question
of fram ng of charges agai nst the accused person and pass appropriate
orders as expeditiously as possible but not later than four nonths
fromthe date of receipt of a copy of this order. The Central Bureau
of Investigation (CBI) has now filed this application supported

by an affidavit sworn by the Deputy Superintendent of Police, CB
Ranchi seeking extension of tinme to furnish the relevant docunents
with accused persons. In para 6 of the said application it is
stated by CBI that a request was nmade to the Mssion Director, NRHV
Ranchi as well as to the Chief Secretary, Governnent of Jharkhand,
Ranchi to make necessary arrangenent for photocoping of the case
records which runs into 24,00,000 pages (approxi nately) according to
the | earned counsel. No response however was received fromeither the
M ssion Director, NRHM Ranchi or the Chief Secretary, State of
Jharkhand. A request for grant of three nonths further time for
suppl ying the police papers has therefore been made by the CBI stating
that the CBI does not have a full fledged unit in Jharkhand and that
the small unit that |ooks after that State is not in a position to
undertake an exercise of this nagnitude in a short span of tine.

The averments made and the reasons given by the CBI for
extension of time are hard to accept. W say so firstly because we do
not see any reason why the CBI should not strengthen its wunit in
Jharkhand, if it has chosen to prosecute people in a case of



enmbezzl erent and fraud involving over Rs. 130 crores. Secondl y
because we do not understand why the Mssion Director, NRHM and the
Gover nment of Jharkhand should not have responded favourably to t he
request made by it for help and support to the CBI Unit in Jharkhand.
In the circunmstances before we pass any further

direction in the matter we deemit fit to direct that the Mssion
Director, NRHM and the Chief Secretary as also Honme Secretary,
Gover nment of Jhar khand shall file a reply to this application
i ndi cati ng whet her any action was taken on the request nade by the CBI
and if none was taken the reasons for the omission. Notice by way of
this order shall be served dasti by the CBI upon all the three
of ficers nmentioned above.
Notice shall be returnable by 24.02.2014.
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