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! (Sessions Trial No. 301 of 2022) E
In'the court of Sti Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad B
District: Jehanabad, - ;
In .
The Court of District & Additional Sessions Judge-II, Jehanabad E
A Present:- R
Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11 -
Disl & Addl. Sessions Judge-II, 5
. Jehanabad ’ 4
A
Sessions Trial No- 301 of 2022
:CIS Registration No- 301/2022 H
. Ghosi PS Case No. 109/2021 2
Dated, Jehanabad the 24" day of June, 2026 i
(1) State through Sanjay Sharma, aged about 50 years, S/o Late Antaryami Singh, R/o "
vill-Ginji, PS Ghosi, Dist Jehanabad. ... Prosecution 4
A .

(1) Sonu Kumar @ Sonu Sharma, aged about 36 years, S/0 Shailesh Sharma, R/o vill- =
Ginji, PS Ghosi, Dist'Jehanabad

g
.......................... Accused
. o
(This case was committed to the court of sessions vide order dated 25.04.2022 passed g
by the court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Jehanabad arising out of Ghosi PS Case No.
] . . . N -
‘ 109 of 2021, Gr.'_No. 398 of 2021 Cognizance under Sections 452, 307, 324 and 326 of
| the IPC and Secliion é7 of the Arms Act.) "
“' Charge Framed under Sections:- 324, 326, 307 and 452 of the IPC and Section 27 of )
| the Arms Act. d
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: ! (Sessions Trial No. 301 of 2022

.ff;' 1n the coutt of Stt Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-IL, Jehanabad
Counsel for the Prosecution:= Md. Afaque ATam,...oee v

Counsel for the Defence:- Sri Pn\ynu |LQTT T P TP O PP P P PP TP PSP PP T PRI

. JUDGMENT,

1. Sole accd;sed,;;namely, Sonu Kumar @ Sonu Sharma of this case stands

charged for the offences punishable under Sections 324, 326, 307 and 452 of the IPC

and Section 27 of the Arms Act.

2. The prosecution case in brief as per the fardbeyan qf the informant is that on

dt. 09.03.2021 at about 10:30: hours that after partition, his mother, namely,

Rajkumari Devi has been living with him. Some altercation has been took place with

his nephew Sonu Sharma @ Sonu Kumar regarding the pension money of the

" informant’s mother, tl:1e situation escalated, and his nephew. came and started hurling

' abuse and also fired bullet upon the informant with intent to kill, striking his left arm
! as a result of which He sustained serious injuries upon his left arm and after that the
accused Sonu Sharma @ Sonu Kumar fled éway. Thereafter, the informant admitted

’f)- to the Sadar Hospital; Ghosi. Accordingly; the FIR has been regisered.

ey

3. On the basis of the written report of the informant Sanjay Sharma, Ghosi PS

Case No. 109 of 2021 was registered for the offences punishable under Sections 307

ERPWIINIT ¥

) \@d 452 of the IPC and Section 27 of the Arms Act against the accused, namely,
\%S\nu Kumar @.Sonu Sharma, pursuant to which, investigation commenced and
r completion of investigation, the IO submitted Charge Sheet bearing No. 39 of !

2022 dated 14.0".2.20“22, for the offences punishable under Sections 324, 326, 307

Y .

>- =7 and 452 of the lf’C aﬁd Section 27 of the Arms Act against the FIR named accused
to which cognizance was also taken by the 1d. Court ‘below vide order dated

18.02.2022 for the offences punishable under Sections 324, 326, 307 and 452 of the H

T

IPC and Section 27 of the Arms Act and the case record was committed on dated \

»
rde

25.04.2022 to the Court of Sessions from where the case was ultimately transferred

S

to this Court for trial and disposal.
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(Sessions Trial No. 301 of 2022) .
1o the court ol Sti Sanjay Kumai Sinha-11, DAL, Jehanabad
4. On appeatance, of the accused, namely, Sonu Kumar @ Sonu Sharma, Charge LB
‘e ",
has been framed for tffences under Sections 324, 326, 307 and 452 of the IPC and o
Section 27 of thé Arfns Act by the Court of Sessions and the charge has heen read H b
s \ - L
over and explained to him in Hindi to which he denied the allegations and claimed |
, ) a
to be tried. i !
I
it
f
5. After closure of prosecution evidence, the statement of the accused, namely, "l
r!
|

Sonu Kumar @ Sonu Sharma was recorded u/S 313 CrPC to which he again denied

the allegations and pleaded not guilty. " ;'
‘ / .+ FINDINGS |
| : ;
} 6. In order fo prove its case, the prosecution has been able to adduce three 4
v witnesses, namely, PW-1 Rohit Sharma, PW-2 Sanjay Sharma and PW-3 Balmiki .
‘ Dé [o."r Sharma. Apart from: these, the prosecution has exhibited the signature of the i
-,i ()7\'0 informant Sanjay Sharma upon the written application as Ext. P-1/PW-2. :.
s o :
: 7. PW-1 is Rohit Sharma. This wintess has supported the case of the
: prosecution and has s'tated in his examination-in-chief that “geAT 09.03.2021 A& .
f ~30aﬁzﬁ%|§vwﬁmmﬁwlwwﬁ%mﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁgaﬁ,gaﬂaﬁm .,
if ‘_,,,Wmﬁﬁe@,mﬁﬂwﬁéﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁwaﬁmemf@ﬁWIﬁﬂa‘\fqd "
2 /Wﬁmﬂagm%@mmwﬁwméﬁim%mﬁaﬂw 1
i \\\3‘;;;._,"4 ﬁwﬁ%ﬁmsﬁ#mﬁﬁgﬂa@mwmﬁ%mﬁaﬁmmq@%mﬂﬁ ;
g s@wﬁ%'w‘wﬁaﬁmwwmwwammwwﬁ%m i
& Gﬁ@?ﬁﬁwﬁmgmﬁﬂﬁﬁ@a@ﬂwmﬁmsﬁ?wm%ﬁ ;
i3 mﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁmaﬁwﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁmurﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁmeﬁﬁaﬁaa%ﬁgwaﬂmag
',g ﬁaﬁmaﬁgﬁmwﬁrﬂmwﬁ%mﬁﬂwméq@ﬁﬁimw ]
¥ aﬁmmwﬁqﬁzﬁwwu(paral)""ﬁ,ﬁ%amqa'rﬁ‘créﬁa‘raﬁfrmﬁar .
i -ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ@aﬁmmﬁmwgme@amaﬁ@m .
' %mm%mmlmmﬁﬂﬂﬁ%ﬁmeﬁmmgmmmm .
4 et 35 forg < e e R R faT T (para 2)” ] TR 1 TEdl "
Iif‘ (para 3)” “3d Tl 1 & R =, gam, T, A 33 | (para 4)” “TfeRE F T & 9
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! (Sesstons Trial NI) W01 af 2022 ) ‘
. e I the cont of Sti Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAL, Jehanabad ol
&I o711 ) Al el @) of) ararn oft i (para 5)". N
|
Duting ' the course of cross-examination,  this  witness has been i t
5 remained more or less intact. However, This witness has stated that vide para 8 that ”'
ol
H there is land dispute between hmh the parties g qeff & fad St T bl(p.u.l 8)". ¥ f
i Vide para 11, he has further S[illL‘d that “STTST &I DRI Srfif faare 21 g @ faa " ;
: dearr 71 gan &1 (para 11)". ¥
' ’ ' - T
. 8.  PW-2 is Sanjdy Sharma who is the informant of this case. This witness has ol
l‘ supported the case oft the prosccution and has stated in his examination-in-chief that ': .!
; aﬂfé-rrrcﬁogonozlzﬁéﬁﬁ%losomﬁm:ﬁ'ﬂwﬁmmwwaﬁﬁ% 4l
4 wwﬁﬂmmmwaﬁ?@WWWW|mw“ o I |
; wfﬁaﬁimﬁwwsﬂwﬁw%@aﬁaﬁaﬁrﬁ?ﬁwéﬁaﬂ?mrﬁ?ﬂ i
r
8 %maﬁr&a&r%mwmuﬁaﬁmmﬁwwmaﬁmw "
i3 ﬁﬁmaﬁnﬁ%mmm@tﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁwmwwvﬁaﬁwﬁﬁmgﬁam
fi O& A Y 9 AT e, e o, g ot & et & ST 3 forg BTl STt b
; 24 a@mﬁﬂmgmlaﬁmaﬁwﬁaﬁmaﬁmmﬁmm
‘»‘ aﬂmﬁaﬁmﬁaﬁﬁmﬁmmﬁéa@a@nﬁmﬁmﬁﬁ@m%@aﬂaﬁ z
s . aﬁﬁ@ﬁméﬁwﬁﬂmm%ﬁ@qﬁﬂmiwmaﬁmﬂ -
-1/szsxﬁv—d%mm%|(pala1)"ﬁmm%ﬁﬂﬁﬁm@ .
wmmwwxmﬁwmﬁmdﬁmﬁmw ;
="/ Wmma's“fﬁﬂéamgsﬂwl(paraz)“aﬁmaﬁé?waﬁﬂgamaaﬂgsﬂm ;
3 \_?[[ ./ uﬁa?m%ﬂeh(param"W%ﬁmmﬁéﬁaﬂaﬁﬁg&nwﬁﬁmﬁ%wumﬁ o
“5 ?I(pala 4)”. ’:
;!u During the course of cross-examination, this witness has more or less !
E‘,‘ intact. Though vide para 12, this witness has stated that “&cT & Ej\?j F FearT @t |t |
Lot |
5 ST s s | , - |
' P o
I : :
Y H =1
:?-.'g 8. PW-3 is Balmiki Sharma. This witness has supported the case of the kS
g prosecution and has stated in his examination-in- _chief that “JT, =l RT WOl 2
ja %Wmmwmﬁaﬁ@?ﬁm@nmlmﬂmmm A
15 gweinti 3 e el g el (para 1)”“mmﬁam§&ﬂma§1m1 "
i i X . . s mse o8
Ly gman,%mmﬁn%miw‘m?ﬁmﬁmwlmmmaﬂmml(para :
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In the ¢ (‘S‘vs.x\nns Trial No. 301 of 2022) :

7)“ I AT o fop “f (T)t‘.m'( Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad ¥
% IR il @1 el wi arare A gan el (para 3)° et

1 UEEART §, 08 i w2 (para 4)” k

en has .

nination, lI]eis witness has be
oy e et o7 -,
i e & 'Z

‘ During he course ol cross-exan
stated “&F wré & i o Ao ol @ g 2 | (para
fa qra-awil E\TTE'T ?11 Y foF1 & N e o (para 6)" ©
FFER! el 8 (bara‘G)” B ERCEIS 71'?[ 2 (para 7)" “TRTCTd |,
ERIGMECIEN %‘(parfw 8). '

]

9. Considering the fact that both parties are pattedar themselves and there is
mise petition between the "

Jong pending land disputes amongst them. The compro
and circumstances of

parties on dt. 04.07.2024 is on record. Considering the facts
parties, this court has v

e Ae Bl

':_: * (he case and as @150 ¢onsidering the compromise between the
?,l'l come to the f'md'gngs and hold that prosecution has failed to substantiate the charges :
;‘i levelled against: the: accused namely, Sonu Kumar @ Sonu Sharma beyond p
gi{; reasonable doubts. Hence, accused Sonu Kumar @ Sonu Sharma is hereby found |
‘1, g not guilty for the offences punishable under Sections 324, 326, 307 and 452 of the
53 3
¥ IPC and Section 27 of the Arms Act. In the result, accused Sonu Kumar @ Sonu it
C % Sharma is hereby acquitted forthwith from the charges Jevelled against him and set !
K at liberty thereof. He is also discharged from the liabilities of his bail bonds.
b . "
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'8 I'i (Dictated") (Dictated & Corrected) '
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