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CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(S). 1353/2008

KETAN V. PAREKH APPELLANT(S)
VERSUS
CENTRAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION RESPONDENT (S)
WITH

CRL.A. NO. 1349/2008 (II-A) [ITEM NO.162.1]
CRL.A. NO. 1200/2008 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.2]
CRL.A. NO. 1352/2008 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.3]
CRL.A. NO. 1201/2008 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.4]
CRL.A. NO. 1131/2008 (II-A)[ITEM NO.1602.5]
CRL.A. NO. 1250/2008 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.6]
CRL.A. NO. 1585/2008 (II-A)[ITEM NO.1602.7]
CRL.A. NO. 120/2011 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.8]
CRL.A. NO. 229/2011 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.9]
CRL.A. NO. 248/2014 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.10]
CRL.A. NO. 1237/2014 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.11]
CRL.A. NO. 1236/2014 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.12]
CRL.A. NO. 806/2015 (II-A)[ITEM NO.102.13]

Date : 17-07-2018 These appeals were called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
Relying on certain earlier orders of this Court in
like matters a preliminary argument was made on behalf of
the appellants that even if the conviction of the
appellants 1is to maintained, the Court could consider

whether the period of custody undergone is adequate.

It is from the aforesaid limited perspective that we

had examined the matter and we find that in most of the



cases the period of custody suffered would be inadequate
for a direction for release of the accused on the basis of
the submissions made, as recorded above. Rather, we are of
the view that it would be more appropriate if the present

appeals are heard on merits.

Learned counsels for the parties submit that they
may be given two weeks’ time to file their written
arguments correlating the case(s) of each of the accused to
the evidence (oral and documentary) on record. This,
learned counsels for the parties submit, would facilitate

early disposal of the appeals.

Having regard to the statements made on behalf of
the learned counsels for the accused appellants we adjourn

the cases to 8" August, 2018.
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