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This application has been filed for challenging the order
taking cognizance, passed in Special Case No. 2 of 2009 (Vigilance
Police station Case No. 01 of 2009, dated 16.01.2009), by the
Court of learned Special Judge, Vigilance-I, Patna, Bihar.

After some arguments, learned senior counsel for the
petitioner prayed before this Court that since the matter has been
lingering for long time, reasonable time may be granted for
disposal of the criminal trial without unnecessary delay. In view of
the aforesaid submissions made, on the queries made by the Court
on 17.07.2017, the learned senior counsel for the Vigilance
department submitted that he would seek instruction to place on
record the time likely to be taken to conclude the proceedings in
the trial court since some witnesses have already been examined.

On 20.07.2017 a supplementary counter affidavit has been filed
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wherein the Vigilance department placed on record that it is likely
to take six months for completing the evidence of prosecution
witnesses. From the records, it appears that four prosecution
witnesses are yet to be examined.

The case has been on record since January, 2009 i.e., for
more than eight years and six months. Learned counsel for the
Vigilance submits that specific time if granted to the Vigilance
department, it would make endeavor to complete the examination
of the prosecution witnesses within the time granted by this Court.

Considering the aforesaid submissions, this Court is of the
opinion that as about more than fifteen days have elapsed since
filing of the supplementary counter affidavit by the Vigilance
department, and if there is no other unavoidable cause for delay,
four months will suffice for completion of the examination of
prosecution witnesses in the court below. It goes without saying
that the leaned court below shall make all endeavour to complete
the trial as expeditiously as possible.

In view the aforesaid time limit, this quashing application is
disposed of.

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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