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                                                                 CRA 163 of 1991 
        

              
          

In the matter of: Badal Mahato 

 ….Appellant 
 

Ms. Manisha Sharma, 
Mr. Asif Dewan 

                                               …For the State 
 

1. Learned Advocate for the appellant is not present.  

2. Learned Advocate for the State is present. 

3. It appears that Smt. Suchismita Datta, learned Advocate 

was appointed by the Calcutta High Court Legal Service 

Committee to represent the appellant in this case. Smt. 

Datta, learned Advocate was found absent on earlier dates. 

4. Learned Member Secretary, Calcutta High Court Legal 

Services Committee is requested to appoint an advocate in 

place of Smt. Suchismita Datta, learned Advocate, to 

represent the appellant in this case before the date fixed. 

5. Department is directed to communicate this order to the 

learned Member Secretary, Calcutta High Court Legal 

Services Committee immediately. 

6. Department is further directed to hand over the copy of the 

paper book to the learned Advocate who would be appointed 

by the Calcutta High Court Legal Services Committee to 

represent the appellant.  
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7. Let the matter appear in the list one week after reopening of 

this Court following “Puja Vacation”. 

 

 (Prasenjit Biswas, J.) 


