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~ None for the appeilant.
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When the case is called

not intere’sted in pursuing his appg

Hon'ble Shri Dilip Deshmukh, J

counsel is present. i is indicative

Shri U.N.S. Deo, Govt. Advocate and Shri Akhil Mishra,
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" Reyami Budhram has been reieised from Central Jail, Jagdalpur

neither the appeilant nor his
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