\ 224& TEM NO. 206 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON XVI |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).11622/2005.

(From the judgenent and order dated 20/12/2004 in LPA No.270/2004

of The H GH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI)

STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS. Petitioner(s)

VERSUS

SI TA RAM KUVHAR Respondent ( s)

[Wth appln(s) for c/delay in refiling SLP;, directions and
with prayer for interimrelief]

(For final disposal)

Date: 25/08/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR. JUSTICE S.B. SINHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DALVEER BHANDARI
For Petitioner(s) M. CGopal Prasad, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Ms. Varuna Bhandari Gugnani, Adv.
M. Anoop Kumar, Adv.
M. Rakesh Khare, Adv.
M. A K Jha, Adv.
M

Raneshwar Prasad Goyal, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Del ay condoned.



Leave granted.

The civil appeal is disposed of in terns of the signed order.

(Subhash Chander) (Pushap Lata Bh
ardwaj )
Court Master Court Mas
ter
[ Signed Order is placed on the file]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO 3912 OF 2006
[Arising out of S.L.P.(C No.11622 of 2005]
State of Jharkhand & Os. .. Appel | ants
Ver sus
Sita Ram Kumhar Respondent
ORDER
Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.
We have heard | earned counsel for the parties at some length. W have al so
per used t he docunent s pr oduced bef ore us. In view of t he order propose
d to be

passed by us, we do not intend to nmake any observations on the nerit of the matter.

We, however, feel that despite the fact that there was delay on the part of the
State



Gover nient in filing t he appeal bef ore t he Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh
Court, t he

matter should be heard on its own nerit after condoning the del ay. The same shall,

however, be subject to paynment of a sumof Rs.5,000/- (Rupees five thousand only) by

way of cost of litigation to the respondent. It would be open to the appellants herein to

file additional docunents before the Division Bench and the sane shall be taken into

consi derati on.

Qur attention has al so been drawmn to the fact that despite final formfiled by

the police in the crimnal case initiated agai nst the respondent herein, the State has

filed a Protest Petition. W direct SDIM Ghatshila to dispose of the said application

on its own nerit without in any way being influenced by the judgnent of the |earned

Si ngl e Judge of the Hi gh Court.

W, however, hope and trust that the Division Bench of the H gh Court, in

view of the fact that allegedly the respondent is to retire in February 2007, woul d take

up t he mat t er for heari ng and di spose of t he same in accordance with
law as

expedi tiously as possible preferably within a period of two nonths and not |ater than

two months fromthe date of communication of this order. M. Gopal Prasad, |earned

counsel appeari ng for t he appel I ants assures us t hat al | addi ti onal docune
nts

supported by an affidavit shall be filed before the Division Bench of the Hi gh Court

within three weeks. Response thereto, if any, will be filed within two weeks thereafter.

The appeal is disposed of accordingly.

Sd/ -



[ DALVEER BHANDARI ]
New Del hi .

August 25, 2006.



