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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

We have heard Shri Kapil Sibal, learned senior counsel
appearing on behalf of the appellant, and Shri Tushar Mehta,
learned Solicitor General appearing on behalf of respondent
No. 1.

This matter has had a chequered history. In our
judgment dated January 21, 2020, we had set out the facts of
this case from paragraphs 3 to 7. What emerges from a
reading of these paragraphs is the fact that 13
disqualification petitions which were filed, starting from
as early as April, 2017 and had not yet been decided by the
Hon’ble Speaker of the Manipur Legislative Assembly. This
being so, by our judgment dated January 21, 2020, we had
pointed out that despite the fact that in Rajendra Singh
Rana v. Swami Prasad Maurya (2007) 4 SCC 270, the
disqualification petition was decided by this Court itself
in the extraordinary circumstances of that case, we went out
of our way to give the Hon’ble Speaker a chance to perform
his functions under the Tenth Schedule to the Constitution
of India by stating that, given the fact that such a long
period had already gone by without any decision, one month
should suffice for the Hon’ble Speaker to decide the
disqualification petitions before him. The judgment had

reserved liberty to the appellants to approach this Court,
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in case the applications were not decided within one month.

After one month expired, by Miscellaneous Application
No. 820 of 2020, the Hon’ble Speaker requested for eight
more weeks in order to decide the cases before him. A cross
Miscellaneous Application was also filed by the appellants
requesting us to take up the cases and decide the cases
ourselves.

These miscellaneous applications came up for hearing
before this Court on 04" March, 2020, when Ms. Madhavi
Diwan, learned Additional Solicitor General appeared on
behalf of the learned Speaker, and stated that she was not
pressing the Miscellaneous Application No. 820 of 2020, but
that a decision would be forthcoming within 10 days from
that date, which is how we listed the matter for Wednesday,
the 18" March, 2020.

The matter now comes up before us and Shri Tushar
Mehta, learned Solicitor General, has appealed to us stating
that we should defer the matter till 28t" March, 2020, by
which time, definitely, there would be a judgment on the
aforesaid disqualification applications by the learned
Speaker. He also pointed out that, in point of fact, 28"
March, 2020, has been notified for pronouncement of judgment
by the learned Speaker on the aforesaid date.

Shri Kapil Sibal, learned senior counsel for the

appellant, has reiterated his plea that we should have
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decided these cases ourselves as the learned Speaker, even
after the one month’s period given by us, has come out with
an application for adjournment by eight weeks, thereafter
not pressed it, and then, assured this Court that, at the
latest within 10 days from 04" March, 2020, the needful
would be done, and which has not been done. He therefore,
exhorts us to take up the matter today itself and decide the
matter ourselves.

Having heard learned senior counsel for both the
parties, given the extraordinary facts in the present case,
we are constrained to use our powers under Article 142 of
the Constitution of India. Respondent No. 3 is restrained
from entering the Legislative Assembly till further orders
of this Court. Needless to add, he will cease to be a

Minister of the Cabinet immediately.

The matter to come up before this Court on 30t March,

2020.

(NIDHI AHUJA) (PARVEEN KUMARI PASRICHA)
AR-cum-PS BRANCH OFFICER
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