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@el & f&  On 03-04-2024, | was posted at Sadar Hospital

Buxar as Medical Officer. On same day at 11:00 am Post

Mortem was done at on the dead body of Mamta devi age
about 40 years, W/o- Akshay Panday R/o- Village-
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Pandeypur, P.S. Sikraul, District- Buxar. Post mortem was
done by Dr. Amlesh Kumar. | am the member of
Postmortem Team.
Post mortem was done before me | Identify post mortem
report which bears my Signature. The photocopy of post-
mortem report was available on record. The same was
matched with original post-mortem report and found to be true
copy of the same. The photocopy of Post Mortem report was
Marked Exhibit- P.1/P.W.-3 and his signature was on Point- "A".
The report was prepared in his presence. He was aware about
the content of the reports.

gfcraieror & %H § |l 7 @l & & #§ MLS T8 § @9 MBBS g
d9 39 &9 | URcHrRH fdHar g 9t § Rigor mortis FE ar|  Rigor

mortis 5—6 °< & ¥& Y & ol & | g} TRR §  Rigor mortis 24 hours
de% edm 7 | 4th grade @ employee & ST afS! &1 &c f&Har ar| 4th grade

& employee & URY T R P MM el ¢, URCHICH 8199 ¥ 5| YT
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4th grade employee fSr&=1 df€1 ®e fbam o 31 ST M TG T8I
g b a1 Wi | fhal 1 9 BRR fhar Tr of § 78 a1 Fohdl g
Fifd § BREYS vaaue 78l g| VAT 919 781 © b H9 deAreH 781 fdar 2
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fpaT| ST FF & BRI BT Hell &, U I8 a2 BT el el 2 |

15. AT FHeIAT & 1 (Bl 1 TR &l Rig &- & (ol SuRme
@I Ol |9y don WM AEId dd © | sldnd o /Sel—2 HAfgHT
HARY 7 30 G qRIeT0 H del b f3ib 03.04.2024 DI 5:00 qo IHDI
Hf BT el AR AT 11 R S "l I F9Y gag IT UM Bl W
T&1 fBar| s9a faRed Sad |ell 7 g &1 wF Ml ' T8
{1 | TeAT & T BT A & [ A Al 7 e T8l B |
I @ fRl M ARl 7 IfNgad @ ASHRNINS! \El
REd gRT IA JAHOT wT H Jad FHd] HARI d & D |
WA F b Bl BT W JAYdd DI Hae / fofeh g R & foly
DS Geg T8l 3AT| IMga & fdvg SN I WG R Ufasd

=gl g | The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in Sujit Biswas v.
State of Assam 2013 ( 12 ) SCC 406, has observed that

Suspicion, however grave it may be, cannot take the place of
proof, and there is a large difference between something that
‘may be’ proved, and something that 'will be proved’. In a
criminal trial, suspicion no matter how strong, cannot and must
not be permitted to take place of proof. This is for the reason that
the mental distance between ‘may be’ and ‘'must be’ is quite
large, and divides vague conjectures from sure conclusions. In a
criminal case, the court has a duty to ensure that mere

conjectures or suspicion do not take the place of legal proof.
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16. =9 d& H gad WA AR DI ARIISH R gIoad 8l fdhar
TAT| Bie & JTHUMDhl fAv=a UETE ATad Bl |l IAATSTT = SIS

=gl fdar| In Sipahi Tiwary v. State of Bihar ( Patna High Court

Judgement dayed 17 April 2025 ), the Hon’ble High Court
observed that non examination of Investigation Officer creates a
material lacuna in prosecution case, since he could have adduced

expected evidence.
In Shiv Kumar Singh v. State of Bihar ( Patna High Court
Judgement dated 22 November 2025 ), the Hon’ble High Court

observed that non examination of Investigation Officer proves
fatal for the prosecution for the reason that the improvements &
variations were not contradicted as surfaced during the testimony

of prosecution witnesses.
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