bl TEM NO. 3 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON 1|

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Crl) No(s).9724/2010
(From t he judgenent and order dated 28/05/2010 in CRLR No
507/ 2010 of The HI GH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI )

ASHOK MAHATO AND ANR. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

STATE OF JHARKHAND Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for and office report)

Date: 14/01/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE HARJI T SI NGH BEDI
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD

Rana S. Biswas, Adv.
Sharni |l a Upadhyay, Adv.
Hemant Singh, Adv.

M i dul Chakraborty, Adv.
Anurag Sharnma, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

SSSFS

For Respondent (s)
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER
The State has been served but has not
repr esent ed.
Leave granted.
The appeal is disposed of in terms of the

si gned order.

(KALYANI GUPTA) (VI NOD KULVI)
SR P.A COURT MASTER
[ SI GNED ORDER | S PLACED ON THE FI LE. ]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRIM NAL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO. 196 OF 2011
[ ARI SING OUF OF SLP(CRL.) NO. 9724 OF 2010]

ASHOK MAHATO AND ANR. ... APPELLANTS
VERSUS

STATE OF JHARKHAND ... RESPONDENT



1. The State has been served but is not represented.

2. Leave granted.

3. We see fromthe grounds of the Special Leave

Petition that t he petitioners wer e enpl oyed in the
State of Haryana during the rel evant days and were

unaware of the |egal proceedings and it was for that
reason that there was a delay of 557 days in filing the
crimnal revision before the Hi gh Court.

4, In the light of the fact that the State has not
chosen to contest the matter, we set aside the orders
of the High Court dated 28th May, 2010 and remt the
case to the High Court for decision afresh on nerits.

5. The appeal stands disposed of.

[ CHANDRAMAULI KR. PRASAD
NEW DELH
JANUARY 14, 2011.



