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It is explaine d.to the ''prlsoner thtt If he's't^tes or'

wishes •fco be represen-t ed by a legal prgcti-fcioner the: Appel".te
Court wl 11 no-fc proce ed with. the base for seven d'-'ySiUnless the
legal practltioner appears. If the leggl pra-ctitionet* does not
appe^.r witti in seven days he may be heard gt all if t&e prisoner
sta3;Sffethat he does not wish to be represen-ted by 1 eg^l^'gpac'tj,-•bxoners^sie cour-fc may proceed at once wi'th the cgse an<y:»'ill not
•^ obliged to give a hearing to. any leg<al practition^who
gfiould appear. . .
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to gather vri.th a copy of judgement or order passed i£jt;j!6!18, case
for favour of -fcransmissi'on to the proper Appillia

Superin-bei
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Divjsion^ench:
Hon'ble Shri Fakhruddin, J &
Hon'ble Shri Dilip Deshmukh. J

30-06-2005

None for the appellant.

Shri U.N.S.Deo, Govl.

Panel Lawyerforthe State.

Heard.

Learned counsei for the $tate

Reyami Budhram has been rele^!

on 18-12-2002 on completion of

When the case is caiiedl

counsel is present. It is indicativej

not interested in pursuing his app^

In the above circumstancet

the Apex Court rendered in the

Ottiers vs. State of Bihar repo(ted

appeai is dismissed for non-prose^ution

Atlvocate and Shri Akhil Mishra,

$tate informs that fhe appellant

jsed from Central Jail, Jagdalpur

s^ntence.

neither the appeilant nor his

of the fact that the appellant is

(al any more.

•Ip and in'the iight of decision of

of Ram Naresh Yadav and

in AIR 1987 SC 1500, the

cese
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