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 SLP(Crl.)No. 2166 OF 2000

ITEM No.28                   Court No. 2                  SECTION IIA
                                                          A/N MATTER

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl.) No. 2166/2000
   (From the judgement and order dated 10/03/2000 in CRLM 1185/2000
   of The HIGH COURT OF PATNA AT RANCHI)

  SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE, C.B.I., RANCHI                  Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  HARIHAR PRASAD SINGH & ANR                                Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for stay, deletion of the name of respondent )
( With Office Report )
  With
SLP(Crl.)No.2535/2000

  Date : 09/07/2002 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.B. PATTANAIK
           HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE RUMA PAL
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE H.K. SEMA

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. R.N.Trivedi,ASG
                        Mr. Tara Chandra Sharma,Adv.
                        Mr. P. Parmeswaran,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Ms. Shefali Khanna,Adv. for
                        Mr. J.M. Khanna,Adv.
                        Mr. M.P. Verma,Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. M.D.Pandeya,Mrs.A.Pandey and
                        Mr. P.S. Jha,Advs.

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J
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                On the oral prayer of  the counsel, the State of Bihar
        may be read as State of Jharkhand.
                The  name of respondent No.2 be deleted from the array
        of the parties in SLP(CRL)No.2166/2000.
                Heard  the  learned counsel for the parties for  about
        twenty minutes.
                Leave granted.
                The appeals are disposed of.
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                (Y.P.Dhamija)                  (Suneet Bala Sharma)
                Court Master                    Assistant Registrar
                Signed order is placed on the file.
.PA
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                        IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                       CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION



                         CRIMINAL APPEAL NO.642/2002@@
                        EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
                    (arising out of SLP(CRL) NO.2166/2000)

                Superintendent of police,        ....Appellant(s)
                CBI, Ranchi

                                 Vs.

                Harihar Prasad Singh & Anr.       ....Respondent(s)

                WITH CRL.A.No.643/2002 @ SLP(CRL)No.2535/2002@@
                EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

                              O R D E R@@
                             EEEEEEEEEE

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T....J
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                Leave granted.
                In  these two appeals filed one by the  Superintendent
        of  Police,  CBI and the other by the State of Jharkhand,  the
        sole  question for consideration is whether the High Court was
        justified  in quashing the criminal proceedings following  the
        judgment of this Court in Raj Deo Sharma’s case.  Recently the
        Constitution  Bench  of  this Court in P.Ramachandra  Rao  Vs.@@
                                               EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
        State of Karnataka (2002) 4 SCC 578 considered the correctness@@
        EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE                                            
        of  the  earlier judgment of this Court in the case of  Common
        Cause  I, Common Cause II, Raj Deo Sharma I and Raj Deo Sharma
        II,  and came to hold that the Court cannot fix any time limit
        as  bar  beyond  which criminal proceedings  or  trial  cannot
        continue, thereby entitling the accused to be acquitted on the
        ground of delay.  The earlier judgment of this Court in Common
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        Cause  and Raj Deo Sharma having been over-ruled, and in  view
        of  the  authoritative  pronouncement  of this  Court  by  the
        Constitution  Bench, the two impugned orders of the High Court
        cannot  be  sustained.   We therefore set aside  the  impugned
        order/judgment  of the High Court in each of the appeals,  and
        direct  that  the prosecution should take immediate steps  for
        conclusion of the trial as expeditiously as possible.

                These appeals are disposed of accordingly.
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                                              ......................J.
                                               (G.B. PATTANAIK)@@
                                               AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                                               .....................J.@@
                AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
                                                ( RUMA PAL )@@
                                                AAAAAAAAAAAA



           NEW DELHI,                           ...................J.
           JULY 9, 2002                          (H.K. SEMA)@@
                                                 AAAAAAAAAAA


