| TEM NO. 103 COURT NO. 6

SUPREME COURT OF

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

CRI M NAL APPEAL NO(s). 451 OF 2006
SURESH MAHATO

VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ANR

(Wth appl n(s) for exenption from surrendering)

SECTI ON 1|

I NDI A

Appel lant (s)

Respondent ( s)

Dat e: 30/08/2010 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

For Appellant(s) B.S. Jain, Adv.
Ajay Veer Singh, Adv.
Ani sha Jai n, Adv.

M
M
Ms.
M. Uday Ram Adv.
M
Mo

Ashi sh Kumar Saini, Adv.

hd. I rshad Hani f, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Tara Chandra Sharna, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

The Appeal is all owed.

( Raj esh Dham)
Court Master

( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master

(signed order is placed on the file)

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
CRI M NAL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CRI M NAL APPEAL NQO(s). 451 OF 2006
SURESH MAHATO
VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ANR

O R D E R

Heard the | earned counsel for the parties.

Appel I ant (s)

Respondent ( s)

This Appeal, by special |eave, has been fil ed agai nst

t he i npugned judgnent of the Hi gh Court of Calcutta dated

07.12. 2005.



The facts of the case have already been stated in the
i mpugned j udgnment and hence we are not repeating them here
agai n.

The case at hand is a case of circunstantial evidence.
On the facts of the case, we are of the opinion that the
prosecuti on has not been able to establish all the links in
the chain which could connect the accused with the crine.

Hence, t he Appeal is al | owed accordi ngly.

judgnent is set aside and the appellant is acquitted.

(T.S. THAKUR)
NEW DELHI
AUGUST 30, 2010.

| mpugned



