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(Sgssions Trial No. 159 of 2021)
In the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-II, DAJ-II, Jehanabad

District: Jehanabad
In
The Court of District & Additional Sessions Judge-I1, Jehanabad

. Present:-
i Sanjay Kumar Sinha-II
Dist & Addl. Sessions Judge-II,
Jehanabad
b X . Sessions Trial No- 390 of 2022
CIS Registration No- 390 of 2022
. - Ghosi PS Case No. 39 of 2020 .
l Jehanabad. dated the 16" day of April, 2026
r

(1) State through:RiZ\;/ana Parween, aged about 21 years, S/o Faqruddin Ansari, R/o Vill-
Kumardih, PS Makhdujnpur, Dist Jehanabad

vees.....Prosecution

Vs
i (1) Savina Khatoon, aged about 42 years, W/o Guddu Miyan @Md. Imam Sarwar, R/o vill \
¢ Kumardih, PS Makhdumpur, Dist. Jehanabad. ‘ }
' w
ME eesseae s e s eeelels ssesienaiaas Accused Persons

-~ - -

case was committed to the court of sessions vide order dated 23.05.2022 passed by the

i Joyr of SDIM, Je’hanalbad arising out of Jehanabad(Mahila) PS Case No. 39 of 2020, Gr. No.
J ¥997/ of 2020; Cognizance under Sections 376, 493,341, 323, 504/34 of the IPC).
] 3
| | :
,"' Charge framed under Sections 376, 493,341, 323, 504/34 of the JPC. H
" ¥
,| §
i Counsel for the Prosecution:- Md. Afaque Alam,.................ccooeiviniee e Ld. ALPP. ’

Counsel for the Defence:- Sri Bhushan Prasad,......ccccccvvviiiiiviiiiniieiecievenneen. . Ld Adve ;
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(Sessions Trial No. 159 of 2021)

. oe-o-

In:lh(‘ court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad

J UD G M E NT iy

1. The sole accused, namely, Savina Khatoon of this case stands charged for the offences
punishable under Sccti(‘m 376, 493,341, 323, 504/34 of the IPC. j
-
:,‘-f} 2. The brief case of the prosecution as per the written rc/;ort of the informant Rizwana 2
Parween alleging therein that Md. Tahir Alam her co-villager had enticed into physical relation i
‘ with the informant which continued for about 2 years and he also kept on moving to several '
; places on the pretext of marriage. She further alleged that such movement can be verified from “
-; the CDR of Mobi[e no.: 7273903190 and 7991167960. On dt. 16.09.2020 when she demanded {
: to get married according to rites and ritual, then the accused Md. Tahir Alam flatly refused. It H
; is further alleged that.when the informant complained about Md. Tahir Alam's refusal for f
! marriage to his parents then they got infuriated and instead of sympathizing with her, they .
A threatened that she can complain whenever she wants, nothing can harm them. She further q
‘ﬂ states that the accused's parents were aware of their relation since long. Accordingly, the FIR &
%’ has been registered. ' :
3 ¥
€ 3. On the basis of the written report of the informant Rizwana Parween, Jehanabad

‘ (Mahila) PS Case No. 39 of 2020 was registered for the offences punishable under Sections
4 \% ,\f")’ 376/34 of the IPC-against the accused-persons, Tahir Alam, Guddu Miyan and Savina Khatoon b
g' \G'w pursuant to whicl;, inQestigation commenced and after completion of investigation, the IO :
) ysubmitted Charge .Shee:t bearing No. 79 of 2021 dated 30.06.2021, for the offences punishable
er Sections 341, 323, 376, 493, 504/34 »of the IPC against the sole accused Savina Khatoon :
ich cognizance was also taken by the ld. Court below for the offences punishable under h
ons 341, 323, 376, 493, 504/34 of the IPC and the case record was committed on dated 7‘
ng\.a‘\f.\ 05.2022 to the Court of Sessions from where the case wag ultimately transferred to this ':

Court for trial and disposal. '

: J

3 4. On appearance of the accused, Charge has been framed for offences under Sections
r- 341, 323, 376, 493, 50%1/34 of the IPC, by the Court of Sessions and the charge has been read '
% over and explained to her in Hindi to which she denied the allegations and claimed to be tried. :
: 5. After closure of prosecution evidence, the statement of the accused was recorded w/S :
1 313 CrPC to which she.again denied the allegations and pleaded not guilty. k
g 3
.1 5 ‘.‘«j
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f (Sessions Trial No. 159 of 2021)
' In the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad
FINDINGS

6.

In order to prove its case, the prosecution has been able to adduce altogether six
\
witnesses namely, PW-1 Alka Soni, PW-2 Mohan Singh, PW-3 Rizwana Parween

(informant of this case), PW-4 Md. Bassuriddin, PW-3 Resa Khatun and PW-4 Faquaruddin

Miyan.
/\[).:\rt from these, the prosecution has also produced and exhibited the
followings (:locumenls:-

1. P-1/PW-1 - written report of informant Rizwana Parween under
the pen and signature of SHO Alka Soni.

1. P-2/PW-1 - Signature of the SHO Alka‘Soni upon the formal FIR.

II.  P-3/PW-1 - ' Siganture of the SHO Alka Soni upon the charge sheet
no. 79/2021 dt. 30.06.2021.

V. P-4/PW-2 - signature of PW-2 upon the statement of the informant

‘ under Section 164 Cr.P.C.
. V. P-5/PW-2 - Signature of PW-2 upon the seizure list of seized

mobile phone.

VI.  P-6/PW-3 - signature of the informant upon the written statements.

'

' 7. PW-1 is Alka Soni who is the SHO-cum-investigation officer of this case. This

o witness has supported the case of the prosecution and has stated in here examination-in-
y \b

chief that on dt. 13.11.2020, she was posted as SHO on the Jehanabad Mahila Police
Station. On that day informant Rizwana Parween came and gave a written application and

@ the basis of the application an FIR bearing FIR No. 39/2020 has been registered under
7’

n 376/34 IPC dt.-13.11.2020. It is further stated that the endorsement upon the written

is under her pén and signature which has been identified and exibited as Ext.
W-1. It has furthér been stated that the formal FIR also under her pen and signature
rich has been marked as Ext. P-2/PW-1. Further, it has been stated that after lodging the

¢

\ FIR, charge of investigation was handover to the SI Mohan Sinigh. Due to some reasons SI
"1’ Mohan Singh was de[;artmemally suspended and thereafter on dt. 24.06.2021 he herself
- took over the charge of investigation. Thereafter, on the basis of perusal of the case diary,

evidence available on the case diary and judicial custody of the accused Savina Khatoon
submitted charge sheet bearing charge sheet no. 79/2021 dt. 30.06.2021 under Setion 376,
493, 341, 323, 504/34 of the IPC against the sole accused Savina Khatoon. Further, it has

been stated that chargesheet no. 79/2021 dt. 30.06.2021 in under her pen and signature
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: (Sesslons Trial No. 159 ol 2021)
f In the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad

which has been marked as Ext. P-3/PW-1, Further, this witness has idetified the accused
Savina Khatoon who is present in the dock during her evidence.

Dllllng lhc course of cross-examination, this witness has stated that * Ay
S T BT R 24.06.2021 ) TE0T ReaT 2fT| IR BRI T80 Fet & a1 3
farelt H1e7 @1 TaTe) el fai(para 6)” "maﬁ?asa?féﬁdhamiﬁﬁwm%éa UTH
Ri(para 7)Yt AT A€ & R I IRyl e R 3R @y qERER & HREATTHR
TR o T faam
{ . .
8. PW-2 is Mohan Singh who i.s the investigation officer of this case. This witness has
supported the case of the prosecution and has stated in his examination that on dt

13.11.2020, he was posted as Sub Inspector at the Jehanabad Mahila Police Station,

[ R

Jehanabad. On that day, he was given the charge of investigation of the Ghosi PS Case No.
\ 39/2020 by the SlIO Mahlla Police Station, Jehanabad. After taken over the charge of the
investigation, he Iook the re-statement of the informant and then the statements of witnesses
Aisa Khatun, Mohammad Wasir Ansari and Fakruddin Ansari. All the witnesses supported
' the incident. Thereafter, he inspected the PO, there are three rooms in the house and there
was a wooden door. The boundary of the PO is as follows: in the north is the house of
Majru Miya, in the south is the road, in the east is the one-storey house of Moiuddin and in
" the west is the fallow land of Safaruddin. Further, he received the medical report of the
informant and also receives observation notes from senior officer. Further, this witness has

stated that a black colored mobile of Vivo company was recovered for which a seizure list

of the recovered:mob:ile was prepared which bears his signature and which has been

?/ o identified and exh_ibitet:l P—S/PW2.- Further, he stated that the statement of informant under
U Section 164 Cr.P.C. was recorded which bears his signature and which has been identified
nd marked as Exhibit P-4/PW2. 7. Thereafter, he was suspended due to which the charge

i a .
A "y, :

f" "rg investigation of the case was handed over to the police station in- charge Alka Soni along
Y Ve i

the documents. Further, this witness has claimed to identify the accused Savina .

n, who is present in the dock during his evidence. v

During the course of his cross-examination, this witness has stated that ﬁ?
SHAF B SR A6 13.11.2022 31 e o S 9g sifhd & gi(para 9)”
“FHT BT PRIMR e & a1 T4 Tt a1t & =R PASIE 11 AT Fordent F5 Jifdve el

. fopen 21 TR<TE TET & A1e T 37 arfeet @7 g foan) afeft & sar @ wHa sifdd 4
.' Wﬁm%l(pamiO)”?WWWWWWW@ﬁ%WG@ﬁ?ﬁ%WWIﬁ r
5 It fe aeAree fY 9 ailk oft marel @ ga for emi(para 11)” “aR IR geTs @ i
-, T ) SR AT e ) 1 21 e s wredt @ e 21 57 e ) @ B :
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: (Sessions Trial No. 159 of 2021)
In the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-I1, DAJ-11, Jehanabad

= frd T TR & qaE § A ofi(para 12)" “RAi® 27.07.2020 & f
25.08.2020 T STEHT-3e RN § 20 ar ardit a1 Avarsar Fo 7273903190 iR TS B
AYTSa 9142836991 % dVar AT gon &1 srem-oren AR § arereliar gan fre DIt
@éazﬁi@%ﬁ?ﬁéswamaéfﬁﬁmmpam 13)” ‘Wmﬁﬁ%%mmﬁ%
PréqmeER H Ffequl argee fsani(para 14)”.

his witness has

R

7. PW-3 is Rizwana Parween, who is the informant of this case. T

roughly supported the case of the prosecution during the course of her examination-in-chief

that * g ¥ HI A g et 1 R 13.11,2020 @ foba ol & AT &g, AR
mqaggﬁmﬁaﬁaﬁ@mamﬁmmmmaﬁqmmmwmw ’

\ weﬁaﬁmmaﬂwﬁqﬁ%aﬁqﬁmmupam1)”‘%@%@6%%%%

ﬁwﬁﬂmm%@ﬁéﬁmﬁmésﬁmﬁ p-6/PW3 ¥ 3ifihel fopar STl 81(para
z)”‘ﬂwﬁﬁmﬁmwﬁmwm@a%ﬁﬁmm :
& o Tt Y S T it (para 3)” |
However, duriﬁg the course ‘of her cross-examination, tl;is witness has taken hostile I
attitude and has stated that “Tg ot iR AR it amal B T, oSt & 916 &9 2] & MY
sﬁm@@mﬁaﬁmﬁw:ﬂqmaﬁ?wzaﬁ@sm%n(para 4y <, R O 3R
S T = o T v & ER 3 %8 Ri(para 5)” “gN & 1 Forg & T §l(para 6)”
“mﬁﬁﬁmﬁaj%mwaﬁwﬁqﬁwwml(pm 7). ‘

8. PW-2 is Md. Bassuriddin. This witness has not supported the case of the .
«feramr wfior 7 989 &l(para 1)”

' w \J\'J prosecution and stated in his examination-in-chief that
\o “m%a&ﬁﬁﬁé’faﬁmﬁl(pamz)""Wﬁﬁmmm#mﬁm,mm 4
s T Sidior 3 R @ offi(para 3)” “YfAE T qOTG el fBaT oTi(para 4)” “3HTA

3 HYo ATER ATTeT 3R Fio Teg SUTRNd & R Teadl §l(para 5)”. ;
During the course of cross-examination, this witness has stated that “I_Y g8 ‘
Srepr S o) e 3, el & arg ST w8 7& &, ST o <reued Sfia |t
fotam 2 l(para 6)” “3¥1 T J ufy, T 1F TR ¥ et a%E &1 i e TE 1(para

25 39 T TgRTeT § <8 X&) E1(para 8)”.

9. -PW3 is .Resa: Khatun. This witness too has not supported the case of the
prosecution and has stated that “RSTaTT srftor 39 9 Bl (para 1)” “HEA & AR 7 § $© 78!
TR Fi(para 2y e F AR F G DS TGN TE &l(para 3)” “IT FH BA® Tel
3BT 21T I(para 4y “aiTeT =araTer ¥ Ho AER 3o 3R Ao Teg SURRT & o ggarelt §1

.

e~

[ S

! ~ (para 5)”

During the course of cross-examintion by the prosecution this witness has

Page 5 of 6

-

@ Scanned with OKEN Scanner



.

Tt e dd

(Sessions Trial No. 159 of 2021
. e i . 109 of 2021)
the court ol Sri b%w Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad

stated that "ﬁﬁé‘é’rﬁmmu'cﬂmﬁs o dTdR & e gar &, o) 2 aeaed Sfad § 1@
o = T & 3 7 190 ) g < 8 1 49 ) o e A e A o
o emi(para 6)” “ﬂ'\ﬁﬁﬂiﬁfﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂ’éfﬁmqﬁg“p“m 7y"

10. PW-4 is Faquaruddin Miyan. This witness has roughly supported the case of the

prosecution and has stdted that “Reramr seftor 39 4t 8, ad 2020 & Rerar eftor aifR Ho
IfRR arer™ & dia ) &1 A Ali(para 1) “feAT® 29.07.2021 ) o arfex A Rewar
srdfhor & et R &1 ad 2020 <A w1er % %7 ATi(para 2)” Ao AEY qnielt 71 % el 2l
oI 78 gepeH §aT AM(para 3)” 3N i 5 e A ag Ad A mi(para 4)” “3fTS
e ¥ g vt afik Ao AR Suferd & o v §l(para 5)”.

gl &

During the course of cross-examination, this witness has stated that

e 39 4 Ao AER STeM & | I8 @ El(para 6) o qER one Y H AA P

ey it & G O O foan €, G 3 3 T Rl(para 7)” 3yt 3} TR e Y v 9 B
Y 30T ¥ I8 &l 8l(para 8)” "ﬁé’faaéswwﬂéqmaﬁﬁfmm%:(para 9)”.

ove this court has come to the findings and hold

11. In view of the discussions made ab
he accused Savina

e the charges levelled against t
Khatoon is hereby found not

41, 323, 504/34 of the IPC. In

that prosecution has failed to substantiat

Khatoon beyond reasonable doubts. Hence, accused Savina

e under Sections 376, 493,3
d forthwith from the charges levelled

d from the liabilities of her bail

guilty for the offenses punishabl

the result, accused Savina Khatoon is hereby acquitte

against her and set at liberty thereof. She is also discharge

bonds.

Dictated and Corrected by me

U .Ll_l.l-li\/\-‘—— L‘Q'
(Sanjay Kumar Sinha II)

(Sanjay Kumar Sinha 1)
Addl. Sessions Judge-II

Addl. Sessions Judge-II
Jehanabad . Jehanabad
16.04.2026 16.04.2026
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