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              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F     I N D I A
                        RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                          CRL.M.P.NO......OF 2009
                                     IN
                   CRIMINAL APPEAL NO(s). 520 OF 2000

STATE OF HARYANA                                      Appellant (s)

                   VERSUS

SOM NATH                                              Respondent(s)

(Application for restoration with office report)

Date: 09/10/2009    This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY
                                       (IN CHAMBER)

For Appellant(s)        Mr. T.V. George,Adv.

For Respondent(s)       Mr. B.K. Satija,Adv.

       UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                           O R D E R

          Application for restoration is dismissed.

             (S. Thapar)                        (Ajay Kumar Sharma)
           PS to Registrar                          Court Master

                   The signed order is placed on the file.
                         IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                     CRIMINAL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                           CRL.M.P.NO.......OF 2009

                                           IN

                     CRIMINAL APPEAL NO. 520 OF 2000

STATE OF HARYANA                                                  ...APPELLANT (S)

                                      VERSUS

SOM NATH                                                          ...RESPONDENT(S)

                                     O R D E R



           This Court vide Order dated 5th April, 2006 dismissed the

  appeal for non-prosecution.          Thereafter the appellant filed an

  application for restoration of the appeal in which the Registry

  has noted more than one defect.                The Registry thereafter sent

  repeated   reminders    required    the       appellant    to   comply   with   the

  office   objections.     There     has    been    no    representation    and   the

  defects still remain uncured.             The appellant is obviously not

  interested in prosecuting the matter.

           The application for restoration is accordingly dismissed.

                                                         ....................J.
                                                         [ B. SUDERSHAN REDDY]

       New Delhi,
       October 09, 2009


