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62-5US /1CCEE Hi 8214d 8 5, "2. The learned IMFC, Bhavnagar the case is more
than six years old, the prosecution has been unable to serve the process issued
in the said case against the accused nos. 10 and 11. The Court has attempted to
effect the made attempts to serve them. However, so far they have remained
unsuccessful in offecting service. Under the circumstances the learned JMFC
directed that the trial should proceed against the accused nos. 1to 9and 12, and
that as and when addresses of accused nos.10 and 11 are obtained, liberty is
reserved to the complainant to the file fresh complainant against them.
ultimately the trial is directed to proceed as against accused nos. 1 to 9 and 12.

3. On the facts and circumstances of the case find that the impugned order
is completely justified, and unexceptionable. Learned counsel for the State is
unable to point out as to how the impugned order would work to the prejudice of
the prosecution or the complainant in any manner whatsoever. This revision is

therefore, sum marily dismissed.”
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