'l TEM NO. 47 COURT NO. 8 SECTION |1 A
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).1478/2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 09/11/2006 in CRLA No. 410/2003 of The H GH
COURT OF BQOVBAY)

RAMESH SHANKAR LANDAGE Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, bail)
Date: 27/08/2007 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE C. K THAKKER
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU

For Petitioner(s) M. Sushil Karanjkar, Adv.
M. K N Rai,Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Sanjay V. Kharde, Adv.
M. Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER
Del ay condoned.

Leave granted.

The appeal is allowed and the matter is remtted to the High Court for
fresh disposal in accordance with law . If the appellant has not engaged an
advocate, the High Court will ensure that the matter will decided on nerits only
after appointnment of an advocate (Am cus Curiae). The H gh Court wll decide

the matter strictly on its own nerits w thout being inhibited by the
observations nade by this Court.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Vinod Kul vi
Court Master Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file ]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI' M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CRI' M NAL APPEAL NO. 1133 OF 2007
(Arising out of SLP(Crl.) NO 1478/2007)

Ranmesh Shankar Landage .. Appel l ant (s)
Ver sus
State of Maharasthra .. Respondent (s)

CRDER

]



Del ay condoned.
Leave granted.

This appeal is directed against the judgnent and order passed by the High
Court of Judicature at Bonmbay on Novenber 9, 2006 in crininal appeal No. 410 of
2003. By the said decision, the Hi gh Court dism ssed the appeal filed by the appell ant
her ei n.

Fromthe reading of the judgnent it is clear that none appeared on behal f of
the appellant and the matter was decided on nerits by the Hi gh Court.

At the time of admi ssion herein on March 7, 2007, this Court passed the
foll owi ng order :
"A reading of the judgnent of the Hi gh Court nakes it clear
that nobody appeared on behal f of the petitioner before the
Hi gh Court. Hence notice on the special |eave petition. Notice
will state as to why the petition should not be disposed of at this
stage by remitting the matter to the High Court to be decided
afresh in accordance with law "

In view of the fact that none appeared on behal f of the appellant and the
matter was deci ded by the Hi gh Court on

D2
merits, in our opinion, it would be in the ends of justice
if we allow the appeal, set aside the judgment passed by the High court and renit the
matter to the High Court for fresh disposal in accordance with |law. The appeal is,
accordingly, all owed.

We may further state that if the appellant has not engaged an advocate, the
Hi gh Court will ensure that the matter will be decided on nerits only after
appoi nt ment of an advocate (Am cus Curi ae).

Before parting with the matter, we nay state that we have not expressed any
opinion on the nmerits of the matter one way or the other and H gh Court will decide
the matter strictly on its own nmerits w thout being inhibited by the observations
made by this Court.

[ C K THAKKER ]

.................... J [ MARKANDEY
KATJU ]

NEW DELHI ,
AUGUST 27, 2007.



