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-! (Sessions Trial No. 534 of 2024) q
} In the court of Sti Sanjay Kumar Sinha-IL, DAJ-II, Jehanabad
' District: Jehanabad
% In e ! .
4 -
H The Court of; District & Additional Sessions Judge-II, Jehanabad K
! ' Present:- :
: Sanjay Kumar Sinha-II 5
j Dist & Addl. Sessions Judge-II, Y
; ' Jehanabad .
{ | §
‘s Sessions Trial No- 534 of 2024 "
x CIS Registration No- 534 of 2024
3 Kako PS Case No. 51 of 2020 .
A s
i
2 -Dated, Jehanabad the 15" day of May, 2026 o
1 o -
i ¢ i ¥
{3 (1) State through Deppak Kumar, aged about 22 years, S/o Dharmendra Kumar, R/o :
L3 :
: Vill-Narayanpur, PS Kako, Dist Jehanabad. ~ coeeveneeinciniennnnnnns Prosecution E
4 .
i "
Z‘ Vs d
1 \
a8 (1) Om Prakash @ Chhotu Paswdn, aged about 31 years, S/o Late Budhu Paswan,
'y
y ﬁ, (2) Pankaj Paswan, aged about 34 years, S/o Late Budhu Paswan, i
'g QVOG both R/o Vill Narayanpur, PS Kako, Dist Jehanabad
e ' . . ’ -
: G LR PR R SRS S——— Accused Persons "
§ -
. o
;' This case was committed to the court of sessions vide order dated 29.08.2024 passed
F .
y he court of Ld. SDJM, Jehanabad arising out of Kako PS Case No. 51 of 2020, Gr. =
. 300 of 2020; cognizance under Sections 447, 341, 323, 325, 307, 504, 506/34 of j

1.

.

i

i Charge framed under Sections 341, 323, 325, 307, 447, 504, 506/34 of the IPC.

-: .- :
p Counsel for the Prosecution:- Sri Bindu Bhushan Prasad,...............io....... Ld. A.P.P. "s
o Counsel for the Defence:- Sri Ramesh Kumar, Ld Adv. :
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y
v £ ‘ (Sessions Trial No. 534 of 2024)
y I the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-11, Jehanabad
Y. ' JUDGMENT
’? 1. The accused-persons namely, Om Prakash @ Chhotu Paswan and Pankaj :
‘1 Paswan of this case stand charged for the offences punishable under Sections 341, 323, "
,? 325, 307, 447, 504, 506/34 of the IPC. :
1 .
\ 2. The brief case of the prosecution as per the written report of the informant
R . Deepak Kumar alleging therein that on dated 02.03.2020 at about 06:30 PM, when he :
:,: was at his home, then all of sudden accused-persons, namely, Om Prakash @ Chhotu i
f Paswan, Pankaj :.Pasv‘-yan along with 3 unknown accused-persons came having armed '
x: with lathi and danda .and started hurling abuse upon the informant. Upon protest, they
‘} assau]tgd upon the head of the informant by means of lathi due to which he sustained
o injuries upon his head due to which he started screaming. When his younger brother i
Uttam Kumar came to save him, then accused Pankaj Kumar assaulted him to which he
3 got head injury and his left hand:also got fractured. It is further alleged that the above
named accused-persons also threatened to kill him and snatched his gold chain from his
ff neck too. Accordingly, the FIR has been lodged.
; t#/ OL'}F& 3. On the basis of the written report of the informant Deepak Kumar, Kako PS :
\é" Case No. 51 of 2020:, for the offences punishable under Sections 341, 323, 325, 379,
J 504, 506/34 of the IPC was registered against accused-persons, namely, Om Prakash @

Chhotu Paswan and Pankaj Paswan pursuant to which, investigation commenced and

%; ‘ter completion of investigation, the IO submitted Charge Sheet bearing No. 58 of
120 dated 25.05.2020, for the offences punishable under Sections 447, 341, 323, 325,
x '

7, 504, 506/34 of the IPC against the FIR named ‘accused-persons, to which ‘
& cognizance was also taken by the Id. Court below vide order dated 05.12.2022 for the :
. offences punishable under Sections 447, 341, 323, 325, 307, 504, 506/34 of the IPC

and the case record was committed on dated 29.08.2024 to the Court of Sessions from §

i

where the case was ultimately transferred to this Court for trial and disposal.

- 4.  On appearance of the accused persons, Charge has been framed for offences

: under Sections 341, 323, 325, 307, 447, 504, 506/34, by the Court of Sessions and the
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f’ In the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar sinha-11, DAJ-1, Jehanabad ' J

y charge has been read over and explained to them in Hindi to which they denied the
- "
4/, allegations and claimed to be tried. ! -
&I \ .
.‘, '?
5. After closure of prosecution evidence, the statement of the accused persons was W
T _recorded u/S 313 CrPC to which he again denied the allegations and pleaded not guilty. "
A -
i ", FINDINGS &
4 6. In order to prove its case, the prosecution hds adduced altogether four -
“k prosecution witness namely, PW-1 Deepak Kumar, PW-2 Uttam Kumar, PW-3 Manish i
5 ' N
!’- . Kumar and PW-4 Rahul Kumar. Apart from these, the prosecution has also exhibited "
i'- the signature of the informant upen the written application as Ext. P-1/PW-1. F
4

~.‘ 7. PW-1 is Deepak Kumar. This witness has supported the case of the prosecution
. " and has stated in’ his examination-in-chief that «geT e g a9 gd | 06:30 o1 9 et
" ﬁrwwwmﬁmmqﬁamlaﬁqwmw@rngwmwaﬁ y
vy ) . . . '
: AT 3iR et T R ST T Y TR el A ofel-SeT § ARYIE fhari (para 1)” a

‘gﬁﬂ?ﬂ%ﬂemlﬁﬂﬂﬁwgﬂﬂmwﬁmaﬁgﬁﬁﬁaﬁwa@ﬂ ‘_;
f’wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiw@maﬁﬁaq&wﬁaﬁ?mﬁmﬁaﬁ%ma‘%ﬂﬂf%mem (para

A Sy ez & e R oA R & TR T o Y R o SRR R
‘ W FEATER & o) SEaR ueae § 39 wed P-1/PW1 9 3ifdd fia ST 21 (para 3)” “TNT :’
X, 3R R € 7 oot fF oTeIoRS FT! F G oMl (para 4)” “SFHDIL I BIG T .
 Gepor QT ST 31T AT A Sufe € fo 3@} # uEEdl €| (para 5)”.
‘ : During the course of cross-examination, thi.s witness has taken hostile g
7d a%iil,ude and demmolished the prosecution version of the stofy and has stated that “gcT h
i 7 TR €1 T 71 T B TR e AR e off e T 9 3R s F errge) @
, off | (para 6" “FiTY oY AR AR 1 Y 1T TE *ffg B & RO & T aef1 T g
5 (para7)"“wmmmﬁmwﬁaﬁ%mmmmmmmm .
Q . aﬁmﬁﬁ%qﬁaﬁwsﬁwﬁﬁwﬂ#gﬁwmw(pam8)"“aﬁgwrnr#wﬁ i
. gqa‘rrﬁéswémﬁm%l(paras)"“uﬂsﬁﬁﬁqwﬁm?mﬁqﬂ#ﬁmém !__
' mgﬁﬁwnﬁ%aﬁgﬁmﬁﬁmam@rv@aﬁméﬁgﬁﬂﬁmwm\
e T 28 T & e 3 e Gt ot e vt o (para 10)” Ny

I'ai
n - 8. PW-2 is Uttarh Kumar. This witness has supported: the case of the prosecution -
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and has stated in his examination-in-chiel that “ €1 #xd qra @t g4 5 07:00 aor AT
.aﬁmamwwﬁmmwmwaﬂwmwm@m@mmeﬁ .
4 o 3ty AR v R R ) TR weier G ST A @] A @ Y AR A @l
" éaéwﬁaﬁsﬁﬂé@ﬁﬁwﬁ%mmwmmmmmwmﬁm .
g Wmﬂ?‘ﬁaﬁqﬁmﬁﬂmﬁﬂﬁwwupaml)”"ﬁ?Tsﬁ'\’ﬁ'?"TTg?ﬂ y
* et fovgotfio @i H garm eMi(para 2)” g} TErer B TEEr 8, S I ‘_
1 i TR G et T < it =rer et & far e qeare g i
o (para 3)” . ':
" During the course: of cross-examination, this witness has taken hostile '4
Fy _ : attitude and demolished the prosecution version of the story and has stated that “"gIT 2
f : é?maiawa‘rrrmamgmﬁ%wagﬁﬂﬁmtﬁwﬁganﬁaaﬂvﬂsﬁmgﬁgﬁ _

'aTﬁammﬁﬁﬁkaﬁ%ﬁmﬁwawgzwweﬁ?ﬁ%%‘ﬁ%ﬂﬁ?mﬁﬁm 2
: mq?aﬁeaﬂfraﬁaﬁg(paru)"“aﬂgﬁé%ﬂ#gﬁaﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁf‘s‘aﬁwﬁmwa@ﬂs -
< @ﬁ%ﬁwﬁqﬁaﬁwﬁl(paraS)"‘Eaﬁmmw%aﬂwwéﬁmw
‘ (para6)"“wﬁsﬁﬁaﬁqwﬁ%mamﬁmﬁrfﬁrMéwwgﬁﬂﬁW|ﬁ :
yﬁwaﬁn@w-amﬂﬁwzﬁmﬁéﬁgaﬁé@wsﬂvqﬁwwﬁ §

-

h aﬁwﬂw%ﬁaﬁmwﬂﬁaﬁé@wumwn"“Wﬁw@maﬁgﬁw .
-f% fﬁ@ﬁ@#%qﬁmél(p‘ara 9)”. ‘ 5

Q{’goé 9.  PW-3 is Manish Kumar. This witness has roughly supported the case of the
" . prosecution and has sfated in his examination-in-chief that ;‘EIE?T 2020 BT B | T BRI -
eﬂw%z-e,aag%e)(iwwﬁmﬁmwé&mﬁrﬁa%eﬁmmmgaﬂ,aﬁ R
°waﬁé@1ﬁ5m§qﬂsﬂ?aﬁéﬁmﬁmw,%ﬁ@waﬁm€mw H
ra 1) 3Tl e § B el 8, O # geer §, o Wit @t ST gE ;
I(para 2)”. )

Du;ing .'the course of cross-examination, this witness has taken hostile i

attitude and has demolished the prosecution version of the story and has stated that
3 ot 3 G 8 37O BR GR &) 1 (para 3)” “Fbwe! ey e o, I8 # € < I(para
& 4y “Tarer 3R 77 % 3, TR § T GEa l(para 5)” “7Mid & T S ESH 6 AR A
| ¥ ) S SIER § 31T ~ITaTerd & Ha el Al §l(para 6)”.

g

[ -l
i‘\I‘ . 3 e
:f‘ 10. PW-4 is Rahu) Kumar. This witness too has roughly supported the case of the :'_'
jth 3 v ' v
g prosecution and has stated in his examination-in-chief that “&fc-T 2020 6 21 I9g ARG YR
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: (Sessions Trial No. 534 of 2024) '
In'the court of Sri Sanjay Kumar Sinha-11, DAJ-1I, Jehanabad

¥ 2-3 991 ¥ O T T 2 Q10 6RO 437 o1 ) v 2 SfRT R e g, eit H gl e af &
o5 S IR iR BT J 3T &1 7@ e, Frl A Y Fie S Ti(para 1)” 37T TATERd A

‘ BY et &, R 8 e §, 3 oft @) Swa gEa o i(para 2)” d
{
‘J During the course of cross-examination, this witness has taken hostile 5
',; attitude and has demolished llm'prosccution version of the story and has stated that :
} TS 3 T ST R R &) M| (para 3)” “fen! Rt S o, 7€ F el oWl I(para ‘
} 4y’ TR TR 7 % §, TRIfANY & STa JgddT &l (para 5)” i & SANT ) EEAT & aR 3
i ﬁmﬁwmﬁmw%w&{mﬁm@@msy: .,
t : i X
! ) ! :
; 11.  In 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- -
i‘ persoxlé, namelj, Om Prakash @ Chhotu Paswan and Pankaj Paswan beyond R
; reasonable doubts. Hence, accused persons, namely, Om Prakash @ Chhotu Paswan ,_
1 and Pankaj Paswan are hereby found not guilty for the offences punishable under
; Sections 341, 323, 325, 307, 447, 504, 506/34 of the IPC. In the result, accused- 8]
f{ persons namely, Om Prakash @ Chhotu Paswan and Pankaj Paswan are hereby
» - acquitted forthwith from the changes levelled against them and set at liberty thereof. ot
K The accused-persons:namely, Om Prakash @ Chhotu Paswan and Pankaj Paswan are -
4 ¢ \ "~
A also discharged from the liabilities of his bail bonds. :
L ( Dictated ) (Dictated & Corrected) j
3 ~rT leime £ 02 < - / -
| Addl. Sessions Judge-II Addl. Sessions Judge-II "
2 Jehanabad Jehanabad s
; 15.05.2026 15.05.2026
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