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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow
ORDER

In Crl.Appeal No.400/ 2006, respondent Nos.2 and 4
are unserved.
The matter cannot be proceeded further in absence

of service upon such unserved respondents who are origina

ng

accused. The cause title shows that present petitioner was

not a party before the High Court. If he wants any order or
action agai nst accused Nos.4 and 6 they nust be properly
served, as per service record they are not now residing at

their given addresses.
Appeal s are pending since the year 2006

Item No. 62 -2-

Therefore, as last chance, appellant has to take
appropriate steps to confirmthe service upon the unserved
respondent Nos.2 and 4 on or before 27.9.2010.

In Crl. Appeal No. 661/ 2006, it seens t hat

now



appellant is no nore and on verification on record it is
found that appellant is comon in both the appeals and he was
original conpl ai nant.

In view of the above position, the | earned Advocate
appearing for the State as well as for the appellant has to

clarify on record about their stand on or before 27.9.2010.
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