J+I TEM NO. 7 COURT NO. 9 SECTION |1 A
SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No.1577 OF 2003
(From the judgrment and order dated 28.11.2002 in BA No. 953/02 of the Addl.
Judge, Designated Court at Ludhiana.)

DALJIT SINGH @ BI TTQO Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

C.B.I. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail, and office report )

Date: 31/01/2005 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN
HON BLE DR. JUSTI CE AR LAKSHVANAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Sushil Kumar, Sr. Adv.

M. Sanjay Jain, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Rajiv Dutta, Sr. Adv.
M. Shail endra Sharnma, Adv.
M. P. Parnmeswar an, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.

Appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

(J.S. Rawat) (Kanwal Si ngh)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO. OF 2005
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) No. 1577 of 2003)

Daljit Singh @Bittoo Appel lant (s)



Ver sus

C.B.I. Respondent (s)

ORDER

Leave granted.

Heard counsel for the accused-appellant as well as the counse

appearing for the CBI-respondent.

The appellant is facing trial, inter alia, under Sections 395/342

| PC, Sections 25/27/55/59 of the Arnms Act and Sections 3/4/6 of the

TADA(P) Act, 1985. Hi s application for bail having been rejected by

t he Desi gnat ed Court on 28.11. 2002, t he appel | ant filed t he pr esent

appeal by way of special |eave on the 1st of Mrch, 2003 inpugning the

rejection of his bail application

It is stated t hat t he accused- appel | ant was arrested on
24. 8. 1996. He has al r eady under gone ei ght and a hal f years’ actua
i mpri sonment . In this view of the matter, when the case cane up for

heari ng on 15th Sept enber, 2003, this Court had directed t he

Designated Court, C. B.l., Ludhiana to expedite and conclude the trial

within a period of seven nonths. The appell ant was granted liberty to

approach the Designated Court for bail, if the trial is not over during the

sai d peri od, and t he Desi gnat ed Court woul d pass appropriate or der

after considering the relevant facts. The case was ordered to stand over

to March, 2004.



The Desi gnat ed Court addr essed a conmuni cation to this

Court vi de its letter dat ed 29t h Mar ch, 2004 seeki ng nor e time to

conclude the trial. According to the Designated Judge, the record of the
case was volum nous and at times a single wtness is examned for a
nunber of days. This Court on 2.8.2004 granted six nonths’ further

time to conclude the trial

The Desi gnat ed Court has addr essed yet anot her

conmuni cation dated 25th of October, 2004 seeking nore tine for the

sane reasons. It has been ment i oned in t he letter t hat t he CB

(Prosecution) was very sl ack in prosecuting t he case and fail ed to

produce the w tnesses for one reason or the other

For t he f oregoi ng reasons, whil e mai nt ai ni ng t he earlier

direction given to the Trial Court to conclude the hearing at an early

date, we extend the time by another six nmonths to conclude the hearing.

In view of the fact that the appellant has al ready undergone nore than

eight and a half years actual inprisonnent, we are inclined to grant bai

to the appellant, on such terns and conditions which may be inposed by

t he Desi gnated Court.

The appel |l ant shall surrender his passport and shall not |eave

the local jurisdiction of Ludhiana without prior perm ssion of the trial

Court.

The appellant is directed to cooperate with the prosecution and

remai n present on the date(s) of hearing fixed by the trial Court.



The appell ant shall not tanper with the evidence and shall not
i nfluence w tnesses in any manner, whatsoever.

Needl ess to nention, nothing stated herein above shall be taken
as an expression of opinion on the nerits of the case.

The appeal is allowed accordingly.

New Del Ni ;e
J.
January 31, 2005. (Dr. AR LAKSHVANAN)



