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' (Sessions Trial No. 249 of 20206)
' In'the court of Sti Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-I1, Jehanabad

District: Jclmn:ijl)nd';
In
The Court of District & Additional Sessions Judge-11, Jehanabad

Present:-
Sanjay Kumar Sinha-I1
‘ Dist & Addl. Sessions Judge-II,
. . Jehanabad

Sessions Trial No- 249 of 2026
CIS Registration No- 249/2026 ‘
Jehanabad PS Case No. 1019 of 2025

: )
Dated, Jehanabad the 23" day of June, 2026

Santosh Kumar, aged about 35 years, S/o-Sri Arbind Kumar, R/o Bhakhra Lodipur,
PS Ghosi, Dist. ':Jeha;_.nabad, present address Adarsh Nagar, West to the Court, PS +
Dist. Jehanabad

.......................... Accused

(This case was committed to the court of sessions vide order dated 28.04.2026 passed

.

by the court of Chief Judicial Magistrate, Jehanabad arising out of Jehanabad PS Case

No. 1019 of 2025, Gr. No. 473 of 2026 Cognizance under Sections 109 BNS and

Section 27 of the Armis Act.)

1
]

Charge Framed under Sections:- 109 of BNS, 2023 and Section 27 of the Arms Act.

Counsel for the Prosecution:- Sri Kamlesh Prasad,........cccocevveiiiiiinnnnnnn. Ld. A.P.P.
Counsel for the Defence:- Sri Pramod Kumar,............ooveviviiiiiiiiiiniannn.e Ld. Adv.
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(Sesslons Trial No. 249 of 2026) {
In the court of St Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad

y ' . -
JUD GM E NT g
4
1. Sole accused namely, Santosh Kumar ol this case stands charged for the 1
- offences punishable under Sections 109 olf the BNS, 2023 and Section 27 of the e
Arms Act. - :—
2. The prosecution case stated in briel, as per the fardbayan of the informant v
Manoj Kumar, is that on dt. 09-09-2025'at about 09:30 imurs, he had gone to do
work ol electric wiring in the house of Ashok-Kumar situated at Erki, Mansha Bigha A
where at about 11:00 o' clock, when he was doing the work of wiring in the '-'
Verandah of the house, in that course, the accused Santosh Kumar came there to ;.
meet the landlord of the house and at the time of his departure, the accused fired -
shots from his plstol causing gunshot injury to the mformant who was brought in .
“?",'Sadar hospital, Jehanabad from where he was referred to PM C.H, Patna for better ..
vé ,OV treatment and subsequemly, he was treated in Ruban Hospital, Patna. Accordingly, ¥
: the F.LR has been leglstered. j
On the basis of the written report gf the informant Manoj Kumar, Jehanabad j
b Case No. 1019 of.2025 was registered for the offences punishable under Sections -
* 19 BNS, 2023 and Section 27 of the Arms Act against Lile above named accused -
persons, pursuant to which, investigation comnfenced and after completion of q

- investigation, the IO submitted Charge' Sheet bearing No. 109 of 2026 dated
' * 31.01.2026, for the offences punishable unaer Sections 109 BNS, 2023 and Section -
) 27 of the Arms /;\ct ajgajnst the above.mentioned accused to which cognizance was -
also taken by tt';e ld‘ Court below vide order dated 23.02.2026 for the offences ':
punishable under Sections 109 BNS, 2023.and Section 27 of the Arms Act and the <
, case record was committed on dated 28.04.2026 to the Cou'rt of Sessions from where “
the case was ultimately transferred to this Court for trial and disposal. 3
I . . 04
4. On appearance of the acchsed-persdn, Charge has been framed for offences
under Sections 109 BNS, 2023 and Section 27 of the Arms Act, by the Court of q

Sessions and the char‘ge has been read over and explained to him in Hindi to which
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(Sessions Trial No. 249 of 2026) K
In the court of St Sanjay Kumar Sinba-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad i
he denied the allegations and claimed to be tried.

' 5. Alter clogure jof prosecution evidence, the statement of the accused was ”
recorded w/S 313 CrPC 1o which he again denied the allegations and pleaded not -
guilty. "

| | d

F1NDINGS .
. ‘ A

! 6. In order to prove its case, lthe prosecution has been able to produce only five "
witnesses, which as are follows: PW-1 Manoj Kumar, PW-2 Jay Prakash, PW-3 !

; _ Geeta Devi, PW-4 Dr, Amar Kumar, and PW-5 Pranav Kumar. -

o -

I Apart frd:m ihese, the prosecuti(')n has also exhibited the following H
documents:- - ‘

| P—i/PV\?-l - Fardbeyan was recorded by Inspector, Patliputra j

| PS is under the pen and signature of PW-1. "

P-2/PW-2 - ,Signature as witness of witness Jay Prakash upon v
; the Fardbeyan recorded by Inspector, Patliputra "
PS. |

" P-3/PW-4 - Injury report of Manoj Kuimar is under the pen and 3

: o signature of Dr. Amar Kumar. ‘"

| P-4/PW-5 - Charge sheet no. 103/2026 dt. 31.01.2026. g

' P-5/PW-5 - Endorsement upon the FIR was under the :

' . s signature of PSI Ramjit Lal. "

| P-6/PW-5 - Signature of SHO Mohan Prasad upon the FIR. 4

) i ' . . r

; 7. PW-1 is Manoj Kumar. This witness has supported the case of the q

g prosecution and stated in his examination-in-chief that “H I8 FeeaT HAT PHR WX §

| {1 v e W X9 8-9 HiET ugel @1 8. A R & BN 10 a1 T o1l I .
W Nl o AR T e 39 PAR B AT I B T | gerfaed %
AT T BT TRA T | HS 10 9 & SR FHAUR et Terr {7 T o, Mol ge »-:
Eﬂ?ﬁWWﬁﬁlﬁﬁl%ﬂW%wmmﬁémmcbew?ﬁﬁqs‘?ﬂ?ivi,m?n‘d X
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: 4 (Sesslons Trial No. 249 of 2026) r

o the cowt of Sri ¢ Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad -

@1 e aes e v e, STeT et Sae g, mefeEr i Ry e .

83N efli(para 1) “wrefRgsm & arRwm Sft 3 wedan feran, Rl v gwener &, o o )

Earen 1 OR weel p1/pw 1 sifdse s S §i(para 2)” “Sfen 5 wrer qerer @ if Al

QeI ﬁl(pura 3)". . "

During the course of cross-examination, this witness has taken hostile ""

attitude and has demolished the prosecution version of the story and has stated that !
“3’:’3 el frm HIXT, 3?,\( 3TN ddh 9 91 T TdT el delTl(para 4)”. This witness has

* further stated vide pa.ra 5 that “Ha @"W\’?ﬁf Sy qeTeta a1 fan aifes ga € ,-‘

e &1 B GT_EWW & T8l ERMT TI(para 5)”. Further, this witness has stated
vide para 9 and 10 thiat “5IeT & WTeT o A1E THFATA g3 2071 SRV ft, ot Beaar 4
faw ?), de 3’5’} B ﬁ’ﬂ'ﬁ ?)|(para 9)”. Furt.her, this witness has stated vide paral0
that the case has beert compromised amice‘lbly with the accused “Harg PHR P! ety

N | . . A
TR H Trotl-Geft & GeTg o fordT| AT JaheT a1 78] dredl g 17, ,
8. PW-2 is Jay Prakash. This witness has roughly supported the case of the

,,)' prosecution and has stated in his examination-in-chief that “EIcHT 319l & FI 8-9
qf%mqaﬁfm%‘ TR R & g 10-11 991 BT 71 S §9 H B W T, Y T .
3T, W@Wm%g@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmwaﬁtﬁaﬁmw% ar

LT

T e o) H e B Y R et YEMETS ugd, a8 A it aer o feafe d _
T 9, A e T ¥ Yo @ R T, it aet 78 o a & e AR E
IR, UTefelga o el i TRilI(para 1)” “fiarsil 3 samn i Fd $aR A ~
amﬁ’Tﬁo‘rav‘rqukqlqll o7, gqfaiu WW%WﬁﬁmWI(para 2)” “urcforgaT g
oI & gfele UaTfere T o wwief fArirait o g7 weaarr foa mm o, fAoR et & wa .:
o ART oft gcieR &, O § gedan €1 O weel P2/PW 2 3ifihe fdhar ST #1(para
3)”. Further, this witness has stated vide para 4 that he did not identify the accused ‘
‘Eﬁ?ﬁqu ﬂ?ﬁqwiﬁ\[ ﬁqﬁqﬁﬁmgl(pam 4)”.

' Duting ‘the course of cross—e;\'émination this witness has demolished -
the prosecution vers1on of the story and ultimately taken hostile attitude and has :_'
stated that“Wmﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁmﬁmﬂmw SHEERCCaE -
1T AT 2T| (para 5)”. This witness has further stated vide para 6 that “ﬁ'?-f RINESER :
wmﬁmﬂmaﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁww (para 6)” vide para 7 .

o this witness has further stated that “"R foamett J oY 31T & IE 91 el §a1 Ui, & 4
A ¢ foraer meft ARt TI(para 7)”. Further, this witness has admitted that he did not ':
. Page 408 "
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(Sessions Trial No. 249 of 2026) o

In the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinba-11, DAJ-11, “Jehanabagl .

seen the occurrence and has ‘stated that €T @ ’%‘31 3@t | &l 2wt 21 (para :

B)". !

9, PW-3 is _'Geul_'a Devi who is the wife of the victim. This witness has not ‘d

supported the cage of‘;lhe prosecution and has stated in his examination-in-chief that :'

“EEHT 3T W BRI 5-6 ARAT Uga! 1 &, §5Y dd o @1 ol 3R ufd et @ :

AR 81 IR U Y AT e o ol el R werr, F 7€ sl €1 R afd @
oIS HER IRTAIS JETIETE H g3 o, I a16 7o UeT IUHfing Yo v i

T o e TRT TRl ST ) o et HHINTST SIS, U el 5 el aera Tl 3R ,

afd 1 STt TG 3-4 HET eh dell ATl(para 1)”. Furthér, this witness has stated !

vide para 2 that he did not idemify the accused and has stated that “fSRF= R afdl &Y "

Meft 77, I L vEEe €1 anft & 39 a1 B ge el gar Ta 5 W ufd @l q

. . foram meft AT B ) (para 2)”. . _ _ -
’ Ultjmately, this witness has been declared hostile by the prosecution. Further, .
.  this witness has demed the prosecution suggesuon and has stated that vide para 3 ’;
i Wy(j, and 4 that "Qﬁmﬂiﬁ%ﬁsﬁgﬁﬂésw&raﬁéaﬁﬁmaawmm NEEICICA ] K
- ,}97'0 T ST OfT 9 HE & e H quee e 0 Ul we $AR & @R el @ fh -
A IR & GRT STIR Mefl Tl T 7| (para 5)” “Uft a1d 21 & o F gererg & i

E = ﬁﬂﬁwmaﬁmﬂ:}ﬁm?ﬁﬁltpara 4)”. . "
; ; During the coursa of cross-examination, this witness has given
trodictory statements 4

f PW-4is Dr. Amar Kumar, who is the medical dfficer of this case. This o4
;‘ witness has stated in ;his examination-in-chief that he was posted as medical officer, :
| ASJP Sadar Hospitalj Jehanabad and examined the victim Manoj Kumar, age about -

35 years, S/o Jagdish Prasad and found the 'following injury.

; . A linear entry wound measuring 3.5 X 2.5 cm with skin deep with
| underlying bone seen present just below sternum. Fresh blood coming 4 ’
} out from the wound with associated charrirg of the skin along with ':
; blackening of the skin around the wound. ‘_‘ E

‘ No exit wound seen.
' X-ray chest show a bullet in abdomen cavity so, patient referred to _”
PIV_'ICH,: Patna. But patient submitted report from Ruban Memorial, \ i
: Page 5 of 8 ” f
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(Sessions Trial No. 249 of 2020)
In*the court of Stt Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-I1, Hehanabid o
Iluspil’tl Patna -

\Vflth‘Hh()WH ahdomen was opened and vascular injury noted on
luwe pnlm vessels of splccn Bullet retrieved from peri spelenic .

region and handed over to conccrned person.’

M/l - A mole on right eye. 3
T/1 — within 3 hours. . s
Colour of injury — Reddish in colour. r
C/1 = Gun shot injury. ‘

N/1 — Grevious in nature.
" This witness has furl’her stated that the injury report was*written by him and also "’
bear his 51gnature Wthh is also identified by him and marked as Ext. P-3/PW-4 :'
Dufing | ihe course of cross-examination, this witness has been more or -
less intact. )
11. PW-5 is Pranav Kumar who happens to be the 10 of this case. This witness 5
| ! has supported that the case of the prosecution and has stated in his examination-in- "
U[Vobl chief that on dt. 30.09.2025, he was posted at the Jehanabad Town Police Station, in
N the mean while, a case was registered at Jehanabad Town Police Station bearing FIR o
No. 1019/2025, dated 30.09.2025, under sections 109 of the IPC and 27 of the Arms ‘
. Act, then he assumed responsibility for the investigation. After assuming charge for
b ) e investigatioq, he;' observed the informant statements and then left the police :
g S ation and proteedéd to investigate the case. Thereafter, on dt. 09.09.2025, "
N . ,\@« {nformation was received that a man had been shot in Mansabigha village and was
[ being treated at the Sadar Hospital, Jehanabad. Then, he reached the Sadar Hospital, j
_ Jehanabad and attenﬁpted to obtain a statement from the injured. However, the N
? injured, Manoj Kumar, son of Jeligdish Prasad, village Lalzshubigha, Police Station
s Parsabigha, District Jehanabad, was in no condition to gave statement. The injured "
;, man was referred to Patna for better treatment. This witness has further stated that 1
:g. - the incident took place at the house o.f -Ashok Kumar, located in Mansabigha -
; Mohalla, about 1 km ‘southwest of Jehanabad Police Station, under the Nagar Thana &
! arca, where San:toshi;l(umar, son of Arvind Kumar, resident of Jehanabad Court, :
f Adarsh Nagar Police Station and District Jehanabad, is said to have shot and injured -
: the informant. Further, this witness has stated vide para 3 that the boundaries of the -
S Page 6 of 8 d
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(Sessions Trial No 240 0l 20206)
In the court o Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ- 11, Jelhanabad . B
incident site are as follows - in the north is the [allow land of Saryu Yadav, in the ‘
h

s the fallow land of Gauraj

12

south is the fallow land of Sanjay Yadav, in the east i
d land of Shankur vadav. Therealter, he 2

yadav, in the west is the paddy cultivate
told that on

ook the statement of the injurdd-cum-informant Manoj Kumar. He .
09.09.2025 at around 11 am, he was do wiring work in Ashok Kumar's ouse in
I\ltmqahl;,ha Molmlld when at that very moment Ashok‘ Kumar's [riend Santosh -
Kumar fired at hlm wlth a weapon in his hand, due to which the informant got v
injured, who was taken to Sadar Hospital, Jehanabad for treatment, where after »
primary (reatment by the doctor, he was referred to PMCH Patna for better _
treatment, but he got himself treated at Rubel Memorial Hospital, Patna. Further, a .
statement was givet{ by the Patliputra pohce station before the police officer 1
regarding the incident. Thereafter, he recorded the statement of witness Jaiprakash "
Kumar, followed by the statement of witness Geeta Devi vide para 10. They fully r
supported the incident. Thereafter, he went to Sadar Hospital, Jehanabad, vide para v
34 of the case diary and obtained the examination report of the injured which, upon
- perusal, was found to be grievous. Thereafter, on dt. 22.12.2025, the primary -
accused of this case Santosh Kumar surtendered before the Court. Thereafter, the -
; Sub-Divisional Poht,e Officer, Jehanabad found the case against the primary :
- ; accused Santosh Kumar under Section 109 BNS and 27 Arms Act to be true. K
! UW é" Thereafter, by the office of the Superintendent of Police, Jehanabad, vide letter no. '
| q'/v' 531 Crime Branch dated 31.01.2026, Section 109 BNS was imposed against the 3
- of the case. And an order.has been given to submit ot

primary accused Santosh Kumat

the charge sheet under 27 Arms' Act. Thereafter, on dt. 31.01.2026 Charge sheet )
K|

osh Kumar of this

umber 103/2026 has been submitted aﬂalnst the accused Sant

/‘_.'\ N
(. - '\
;l; ‘ﬁ.’ ®ddse. Which is exhlbtted as P-4/PW5. Thls charge sheet bear> his signature, whom
d |
v, \_./_’& e recognize and it has also been forwarded by Ramjeet Lal Sub Inspector, City .
b e e (@N ;
! NG r.al Police Station, Jehanabad whom he recognize, it is marked as exhibit P-5/PW5 and : ‘
; on the FIR, Pollce Statton Jehanabad Case No. 1019/2025 dated 30.09.2025 under %
: Section 109 BNS and 27 Arms Act was regtstered by the City Police Station in-
l’ charge, on whicl the signature was made by Police Station in-charge Mohan Prasad, K
'l which has been exhibited and marked as Ext. P-G/PWS5. 2
- . '_
? During the course of cross-examination, this witness has more or less -
! intact. ;
ki
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(Sessions Trial No. 249 of 2026) 4

In the court of SulSnnjny Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad ”

i)

8.  Thus, it appears crystal clear that none of the independent witnesses has .
supported the case of.the prosecution and oply on the base f)f the evidence of 10 and .
doctor no order- of conviction can be passed. Hence, considering the facts and ._
circumstances anid ini_view of the discussions made above this court has come to the ¥
findings and hold that prosecution has failed to substantiate the charges levelled ‘
against the accused namely, Santosh Kumar beyond reasonable doubts. Hence, -
accused namely, Santosh Kumar is hereby found not guilty for the the offences R
punishable under Sections 109 of BNS, 2023 and Section 27 of the Arms Act. In the -
result, accused, namely, Santosh Kumar is hereby acqu‘itted forthwith from the
charges levelled against him and set at libélty thereof. The accused Santosh Kumar "t
is in judicial custody. O/c is directed to issue release order. )
. . ‘,-f

. -

(Dictaléd &;Corrected) (Dictated) ’:

S b 2 S o =€, f

Addl. Sessions Judge-II : Addl. Sessions Judge-II .
Jehanabad - ’ Jehanabad i
23.06.2026 23.06.2926 "
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