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| TEM NO. 108 COURT NO. 14 SECTION |1 A
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Crimnal Appeal No(s) . 1576- 1578/ 2010
VI JOY KUMAR JAI SWAL Appel | ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF Bl HAR AND ORS. Respondent ( s)

Date : 28/08/ 2014 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE V. GOPALA GOWDA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ADARSH KUMAR GOEL

For Appellant(s)
M. Ashok Kumar Shar ma, Adv.

For Respondent (s)

Vinay Kr. Garg, Adv.
Sushi | Bal wada, Adv.
Anant K. Vatsya, Adv.
Neeraj K. Sharma, Adv.
Devendra Si ngh, Adv.

SSSE5S

M. CGopal Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel for the appellant.

In the course of submission it has been brought to our notice
that during the pendency of these proceedi ngs, the respondent No.3

(Accused No. 3) has di ed. Ther ef or e, t he pr oceedi ngs qua
respondent no. 3 abates. The Registry is directed to delete the
nane of the respondent no.3 fromthe array of the parties. Cause

title shall be anended accordingly and anended cause title shal
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be filed within two weeks.
Vi nod Kumar
Date: 2014. 08. 30
10:39:33 I ST
Reason:

It is also brought to our notice that respondent no. 5 is not
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served though the office report dated 19.08. 2010 indicates that

M. CGopal Singh, |earned counsel for the State has filed affidavit
of service in respect of respondent no. 5 and service of notice is
conpl ete on respondent no. 5 by affixation of notice at his house.

Per contra, office report dat ed 22.08. 2014 i ndi cates t hat
respondent nos 2 to 5 has been represented by Devendra Singh
Advocat e. However, |earned counsel for the respondents submt

that they are representing respondent nos. 2 & 4 only. Regi stry



is directed to clarify the position with regard to representation
of the respondents within two weeks’ tine.

Furt her, since representation of respondent no. 5 is necessary
to hear this matter, it is directed that notice shall be served
upon respondent no.5, if service of notice is not conplete in his
respect. Hence, we direct the Registry to serve the notice upon
respondent no.5 through the State Governnment as well as through
concerned trial court, if respondent no.5 has not been served.

Learned counsel for the appellant sought pernmission to file
addi ti onal documents. Per m ssi on granted. He shall file the
addi ti onal docunent s after service t he same upon t he | ear ned
counsel for the respondents.

List the matter thereafter.

(VI NOD KUMAR) (SARQJ SAINI)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



