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Date : 05/02/2001 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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For Respondent (s) M. Sanjay R Hegde, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER
........ [ [ [ 1
SP2
After consi dering t he gri evance of t he

petitioner-accused, we find that the trial court has not

violated the directions given by this Court in Raj Deo@®
cceeceec

Sharnma vs. State of Bihar, 1998 7 SCC 507 which were@®

Cccceec 6000600060006

subsequently further enlarged as per Raj Deo Sharma Il vs. @@

State of Bihar, 1999 (7) SCC 604. The second judgnent @@
(660 066006606006606006

was delivered by this Court on 22.9.1999. We have
noticed fromthe report submitted by the trial judge that
the petitioner conpelled the trial court to close the
prosecution evidence on 27.9.1999, even though PW1 was
present then. Because of the conpul sion of the petitioner
the trial judge could not proceed with the exanination of
PW1 on that day.
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The trial judge has now reported that the case
i nvol ves 300 exhibits and exami nation of PW1 for a |ong
peri od. That will also indicate that this case would
come within the purview of the exception provided in the
third clause in Raj Deo Sharma case ie., "unless for very
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exceptional reasons to be recorded and in the interest of
justice the court consider it necessary to grant further
time for the prosecution to adduce evidence above the
said time limt"

SLP is accordingly dismssed.

Sushma (H. K. Bhati a)
Court Master



