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Inadvertent error has crept into the order passed on 10tk
September, 2024.

The second paragraph of the first page of the order is corrected as
hereunder:-

“The petitioner who is the de facto complainant in the Sessions
Case no. 45 of 2024 pending before the learned Additional Sessions
Judge, 1st Court, Sealdah, 24 Parganas (South) has assailed the
order passed on 12th June, 2024 insofar as the learned trial Court
has framed charges against accused/private opposite party nos.2,3
and 4 under Sections 498A/34 of the Indian Penal Code and against
all the accused/private opposite parties under Sections

506/509/341/323/ 354/354C/313/34 of the Indian Penal Code and

Sections 66/67A of the I.T. Act.”



Also, in the penultimate paragraph of the 2rd page of the order
the sentence “The learned Trial Court is directed to frame charges
under Sections 354D /406 of the Indian Penal Code, Section 5 of the
MTP Act, 1971 and Sections 3/4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act against
the accused opposite parties in addition to  Sections
506/509/341/323/ 354C/313/34 of the Indian Penal Code and
Section 66/67A of the IT Act” be deleted and the following sentence
be incorporated:

“The learned trial Court is directed to frame charges under
Sections 354D /406 of the Indian Penal Code, Section 5 of the MTP
Act, 1971 and Sections 3/4 of the Dowry Prohibition Act against the
accused/opposite parties in addition to Sections 506/509/341/323/
354C/313/34 of the Indian Penal Code and Sections 66/67A of the
IT Act (against all the accused persons) and Section 498A/34 (against
accused/private opposite party nos. 2,3 and 4)”.

The remaining portion of the order shall remain unaltered.

(Suvra Ghosh, J.)



