
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2003 of 2024

======================================================
Dinesh  Singh  @  Dinesh  Kumar  Son  of  Late  Akhileshwar  Prasad  Singh,
Resident of Kurthaul, P.S.- Parsa Bazar, District-Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The High Court of Judicature at Patna through the Registrar General.

2. The Registrar General, Patna High Court.

...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Sanjeev Kumar, Advocate.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR
ORAL JUDGMENT
(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR)

Date : 16-02-2024

None appears on behalf of the petitioner.

2.  Earlier  also  when  the  matter  was  taken  on

09.02.2024, there was none to represent the petitioner.

3. Learned counsel for the respondent(s) is present.

4. The present Public Interest Litigation has been filed

for the following reliefs:-

“(i)  For  the  issuance  of  a  writ  of  Mandamus,

and/or any other appropriate writ, direction/order

commanding  the  respondents  to  frame  rules  for

dealing  with  cases  where  High  Court  Judges

reserve  judgments/orders  and  do  not  deliver  the

same within three months.
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(ii) For the issuance of a writ of Mandamus and/or

any  other  appropriate  writ/direction/order

commanding  the  respondents  to  make  it

mandatory  (in  the  High  Court’s  Rules)  to

adequately  compensate  those  litigants  in  whose

cases  judgments/orders  are  reserved  and  not

delivered within six months.”

5. Adverting the averments made in the writ petition

showing  certain  instances  of  delay  in  delivery  of

judgments/orders,  the  petitioner  has  sought  the  afore-noted

reliefs in view of the law laid down by the Hon’ble Apex Court

in the case of  Anil Rai v. The State of Bihar [(2001) 7 SCC

318].

6. Needless to observe that the Hon’ble Apex Court,

taking note of the fact that for the High Courts, no period for

pronouncement  of  judgment  is  contemplated  either  under  the

Civil Procedure Code or the Criminal Procedure Code, but as

the  pronouncement  of  the  judgment  is  a  part  of  justice

dispensation  system,  it  has  to  be  without  delay.  In  such

circumstances,  a  guideline  has  been  framed  which  reads  as

follows:-

“10. Under the prevalent circumstances in some of

the High Courts,  I  feel  it  appropriate to provide

some guidelines regarding the pronouncement of

judgments which, I am sure, shall be followed by

all  concerned,  being  the  mandate  of  this  Court.



Patna High Court CWJC No.2003 of 2024 dt.16-02-2024
3/4 

Such guidelines, as for present, are as under:

(i)  The  Chief  Justices  of  the  High  Courts  may

issue appropriate directions to the Registry that in

case  where  the  judgment  is  reserved  and  is

pronounced  later,  a  column  be  added  in  the

judgment where, on the first page, after the cause-

title,  date of  reserving the judgment and date of

pronouncing  it  be  separately  mentioned  by  the

court officer concerned.

(ii) That Chief Justice of the High Courts, on their

administrative  side,  should  direct  the  Court

Officers/  Readers  of  the  various  Benches  in  the

High  Courts  to  furnish  every  month  the  list  of

cases in the matters where the judgments reserved

are  not  pronounced  within  the  period  of  that

months.

(iii)  On  noticing  that  after  conclusion  of  the

arguments the judgment is not pronounced within

a  period  of  two  months,  the  concerned  Chief

Justice  shall  draw  the  attention  of  the  Bench

concerned to the pending matter. The Chief Justice

may  also  see  the  desirability  of  circulating  the

statement  of  such cases  in  which the  judgments

have not been pronounced within a period of six

weeks  from  the  date  of  conclusion  of  the

arguments amongst the Judges of the High Court

for  their  information.  Such  communi-cation  be

conveyed as confidential and in a sealed cover.

(iv) Where a judgment is not pronounced within

three months, from the date of reserving it, any of

the  parties  in  the  case  is  permitted  to  file  an
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application in the High Court with prayer for early

judgment.  Such  application,  as  and  when  filed,

shall be listed before the Bench concerned within

two days excluding the intervening holidays.

(v)  If  the  judgment,  for  any  reason,  is  not

pronounced within a period of six months, any of

the parties of the said lis shall be entitled to move

an application before the Chief Justice of the High

Court with a prayer to withdraw the said case and

to  make  it  over  to  any  other  Bench  for  fresh

arguments. It is open to the Chief Justice to grant

the said prayer or to pass any other order as deems

fit in the circumstances.”

7. The Hon’ble Apex Court further made it clear that

the above guidelines shall be strictly followed and implemented,

considering them as self-imposed restraints. 

8. In view of the afore-noted guidelines, no order is

required to be passed. Accordingly, the present Public Interest

Litigation stands dismissed.    
    

rohit/-

(K. Vinod Chandran, CJ) 

 ( Harish Kumar, J)
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