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CRI M NAL APPEAL NQO(s). 41 COF 2008

MALATI SASMAL & ORS. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for bail)
Date: 13/08/2013 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CH EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO

For Appell ant(s) M. Somnath Mikherj ee, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Anip Sachthey, Adv.
M. Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed order.

In view of the dism ssal of the appeal, the bail bonds
shall stand cancelled and the appellants/accused are directed to
surrender within four weeks fromtoday failing which Trial Court has
to take appropriate steps.

[ Madhu Bal a] [ Savita Sai nani ]
Sr. PA 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

CRIM NAL APPEAL NO 41 OF 2008

MALATI SASMAL & ORS. ... APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL ... RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

A-1, A-2 and A-3 are the appellants in the above appeal.



Al'l of them were charged under Section 498A/ 304B/ 306 of the 1.P.C. The
Trial Court has acquitted all of theminsofar charge under Section 306
IPCis concerned. A-1 and A-3 were convicted under Sections 498A and
304B of the IPC and sentenced to suffer rigorous inprisonment of seven
years and A-2 was sentenced to ten years rigorous inprisonnent. The
said conviction and sentence were confirmed by the High Court.

We have heard | earned counsel for the appellants as well as
the respondent - St at e.

We were taken though the evidence of prosecution w tnesses,
particularly PW4, the father of the victim PW5 the nother of the
victim PW9, brother of the victimand PW11 Doctor who conducted post-
nortem In addition to the same, we also considered the reasonings of
the Trial Court as well as the Hi gh court.

On going through the complaint, the evidence of parents,
i.e. PW4 and PW5, as well as brother PW9, we agree with the
conclusion arrived by the Trial Court and affirned by the High Court. In
addition to the sane, it is proved by the prosecution that the incident
occurred within a period of seven

.2/ -

-2

years of the marriage at matrinmonial hone of the deceased. Taking note
of above acceptable oral and docunentary evidence, we do not find any
valid ground for interference. Accordingly, the appeal is dism ssed.

In view of the dism ssal of the appeal, the bail bonds shall stand
cancel |l ed and the appell ants/accused are directed to surrender wthin
four weeks fromtoday failing which Trial Court has to take appropriate

st eps.
.................... cll.
[ P. SATHASI VAM
...................... J.
[ RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI ]
NEW DELH J.

13TH AUGUST, 2013 [ RANJAN GOGO! ]



