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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 955 OF 2006

CBl, TH: SUPDT OF POLICE, PATNA Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
Bl HAR STATE CO- OP MKG. UNI ON LTD. Respondent (s)

(Wth office report )
Dat e: 24/02/ 2011 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE GYAN SUDHA M SRA

For Appellant(s) Hari sh Chander, Sr. Adv.
Mukesh Verma, Adv.
A. K Sharma, Adv.
Shwet a Verma, Adv.

P. Par neswar an, Adv.

s5ss%

For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The Appeal is allowed.

( Raj esh Dham) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 955 OF 2006

CBI, TH SUPDT OF POLI CE, PATNA Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS

Bl HAR STATE CO- OP MKG. UNI ON LTD. Respondent ( s)

O R D E R
Heard | earned counsel for the appellant.
O fice Report dated 8th Septenber, 2006 shows that show
cause notice was issued to the sole respondent directly as

well as dasti on 1st February, 2006 and | earned counsel for



t he appel I ant had, on 17th February 2006, filed affidavit
of dasti service alongwi th proof of service. Thus, the
service of the show cause notice was conpl ete but on one
had ent er ed vakal at / appear ance on behal f of t he sol e
respondent till 8th Septenber, 2006. O fice Report dated
24t h February, 2011 further shows that the sol e respondent
has been served through the concerned Hi gh Court al so but
no one has fil ed vakal at/appearance on behal f of the sole
respondent.

Thi s Appeal has been filed agai nst t he i mpugned
j udgnent of the High Court of Judicature at Patna dated
12. 03. 2004.

C 1L
The facts have been given in the inpugned judgment and

hence we are not repeating the sane here.

On the facts of the case and in view of the changed
ci rcunmst ances, we see no reason to uphold the direction of
the H gh Court for an investigation by the Central Bureau
of Investigation, and hence we set aside that direction of

the Hi gh Court given in the inpugned judgment.

The Appeal is allowed accordingly.

(GYAN SUDHA M SRA)
NEW DELHI ;
FEBRUARY 24, 2011.



