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Session C. No. 57/2021
State -Vs.- Jagdish
Exh. No.26

Further cross-examination for the accused advocate Shri.
K.B. Maheshwari on oath :

6. I can not state the exact width of the road. It is
incorrect to say that the said truck was parked beside a road. I do
not know whether the said truck was in working condition or under
repair. There are so many shops beside the road. At the time of
incident those shops were opened; and their owners and other
people might have seen the incident. It is incorrect to say that
accused filed complaints against us before various authorities,
therefore to take revenge we filed false case against the accused. It
is incorrect to say that we ourself broken the glass of our vehicle and
accused did not commit any act. It is incorrect to say that I am

deposing falsely.

cross-examination is over.

No re-examination.
R.O.A.C.
(S.B. Dige)

Additional Sessions Judge,
Dated: 25/04/2023. Buldana.
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S.T. No. 57/2021
State -Vs.- Jagdish
Exh.No. 31

Deposition of witness No. 04 for the Prosecution

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that :

My name : Govindrao Sahebrao More,
Age about : 50 Years, Occupation : Mason,
Resident of : Harni, Tq. Chikhli, District Buldana.

Examination-in-chief by Shri. V.L.. Bhatkar, DGP
for State.

01. I do not know accused present in the court. I do not
know anything about the incident.
(Learned DGP sought permission to put leading question as

the witness is not co-operating to the prosecution, hence
permission is granted.)

02. It is incorrect to say that on 19/07/2019 I was
present in front of the shop of Bidwe. It is incorrect to say that
Police came there and asked accused to remove his vehicle from
the road, therefore, the accused quarreled with the police. It is
incorrect to say that the owner of said vehicle also quarreled
with the police and manhandled with them. It is incorrect to
say that accused assaulted police by kick and fist blows and
caused him injured. It is incorrect to say that accused Ganesh
hit a tomy on the glass of the police vehicle and broke the
same. It is incorrect to say that police tried to catch all

accused but they went away. Portion mark A is read over to me
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it is incorrect. It is incorrect to say that I am deposing falsely.

Cross-examination for accused by Adv. Shri. K.B.
Maheshwari :-

Cross-examination decline.

No. Re-exam. ROAC

(S.B. Dige)
Additional Sessions Judge,
Date :- 06/06/2023 Buldana.
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S.T. No. 57/2021
State -Vs.- Jagdish
Exh.No. 34

Deposition of witness No. 05 for the Prosecution

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that :

My name : Vinod Haribhau Wankhede,
Age about : 41 Years, Occupation : Agriculturist,
Resident of : Amdapur, Tq. Chikhli, District Buldana.

Examination-in-chief by Smt. Sonali Saoji
(Deshpande ), APP for State.

01. On 20.07.2019, Police called me in Police Station

Amdapur along with Ganesh Deulkar. Then police have shown
police jeep No. MH-28-C-6326 in front of Police Station. The
left side glass and net of the jeep was broken. Police prepared
panchanama in my presence. Now it is shown to me, it bears
my signature, its contents are true, it is at Exh. 35.

Cross-examination for accused by Adv. Shri. K.B.
Maheshwari :-

02. It is incorrect to say that my house is adjacent to
the Police Station. It is incorrect to say that I stood as a panch
in may cases in Chikhli Court. It is incorrect to say that I have
good relation with the police therefore, I signed the
panchanama and it was not prepared in my presence. One
criminal case is pending against me. It is incorrect to say that

because of that case I am deposing falsely.
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Cross-examination over.

No. Re-exam. ROAC

(S.B. Dige)
Additional Sessions Judge,
Date :- 19/07/2023 Buldana.
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Through V.C. S.T. No. 57/2021
State -Vs.- Jagdish
Exh.No. 44

Deposition of witness No. 06 for the Prosecution
I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that :

My name  : PSI Prakash Somnath Pawar,
Age about : 46 Years, Occupation : Service,

Resident of : Police Station Indapur, Tq. Indapur,
District Pune.

Examination-in-chief by Shri. A.A. Kesale, APP for State.
01. On 19.07.2019 I was serving as Police Sub Inspector at
Police Station, Amdapur. On that day I made entry in station diary
and went on patrolling duty. At about 06.00 p.m. we reached at bus
stop of village Undri and found that one truck no. MH-28/B-1211
was standing in the middle of the road. Being urgent requirement, I
asked the truck driver Ganesh Jagtap to take the truck on to the
side. But he violated my order and refused to take the truck on the
side. Therefore, we initiated proceeding under Section 283 of the
IPC against the truck driver. While initiating said proceeding, truck
owner Jagdish Rathi and his sone Anuj Rathi came there. They
started to manhandled with police personnel Sathis Nagre who was
with me. I tried to give them understanding and they also
manhandled me. Thereafter, Ganesh Jagtap went inside the cabin
of the truck and brought tomy and broke the glasses of the
Government vehicle. PC Nilesh Wakde asked the truck driver as to

why he broke the glasses of the vehicle, then Ganesh pushed him,
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therefore, he is sustained leg injury. We tried to take truck owner
Jagdish and his son Anuj into custody, third accused ran away. We
took the custody of accused Jagdish. Police constable Nagre has
given written report against the accused. The investigating officer
recorded my statement. Two accused present before the court, I

know them. I know the third accused also.

Cross-examination for accused by Adv. Shri. K.B. Maheshwari :-
02. It is correct to say that I used to visit village Undri. It is
incorrect to say that said truck was not standing at Undri bus stop.
Incident was not occurred on Undri bus stop. It is incorrect to say
that Muktaki Auto garage is not at Undri bus stop. Spot of incident

is at the distance of 15 to 20 feets from the bus stop.

03. Since 23 years I am serving in police department. While
arresting the accused oral information was given and written notice
was not given. It is correct to say that accused no. 1 had filed
complaint against me and other two employees to superior officer.
Inquiry was conducted in that complaint and annual increments for
the period of three years was cancelled. Against that we filed
appeal and that punishment was set-aside. It is incorrect to say that
we were fined of Rs. 2000/- each before Human Rights
Commission. It is correct to say that appeal in respect of annual
increment we were fined of Rs. 2000/- each and we paid that
amount. We have not filed second appeal against that order of that
appeal. I do not know that as we paid fine, therefore, case before
Human Rights Commission disposed of. It is correct to say that due

to above complaint I was transfer to head quarter. I do not know
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that due to my assault to accused the Undri village observed lock

out (d2).

04. It is incorrect to say that the truck was stationary on the
spot of incident as it was out of order. It is incorrect to say that spot
of incident is a big road. The said road is approximately 30 feets in
width. It is incorrect to say that due to fear that accused may file
complaint against me, I compelled my colleagues to lodge false
report against the accused. It is incorrect to say that the accused
have not manhandled me and police constables and not pushed
them and not broke the glass of the Government vehicle. Due to my
transfer, the inquiry was not made with the neighbouring people in
my presence. It is incorrect to say that to protect myself I am

deposing false.
Cross-examination over.

No. Re-exam. ROAC

(S.B. Dige)
Additional Sessions Judge,
Date :- 23/11/2023 Buldhana.
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S.T. No. 57/2021
State -Vs.- Jagdish
Exh.No. 52

Deposition of witness No. 07 for the Prosecution

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that :

My name : Gajanan Lakhu Rathod,
Age about : 44 Years, Occupation : Agriculturist,
Resident of : Karwand, Tq. Chikhli, District Buldhana.

Examination-in-chief by Shri. A.A. Kesale, APP for State.
01. I do not know the accused. I do not anything about the

incident.

(Learned APP sought permission to put leading question as the
witness is not co-operating to the prosecution, hence permission is
granted.)

02. It did not happened that on 19.07.2019 at about 06.00
p.m. I had been to village Undri and saw that one Truck no. MH-28-
B-1211 was parked on the road. It is incorrect to say that PSI Pawar
and police staff asked the truck driver to remove the truck from the
road, therefore all accused assaulted to PSI Pawar and police staff
and obstructed in their public duty. It is incorrect to say that
accused Ganesh took out iron tomy from the truck and broke the
glass of Government Jeep. Portion Mark “A” is read over to me, is
incorrect. I do not know how it is mentioned in my statement. It is

incorrect to say that I am deposing false.

Cross-examination for accused by Adv. Shri. K.B. Maheshwari :-
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Cross-examination decline.
No. Re-exam. ROAC

(S.B. Dige)
Additional Sessions Judge,
Date :- 25/01/2024. Buldhana.
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S.T. No. 57/2021
State -Vs.- Jagdish
Exh.No. 55

Deposition of witness No. 08 for the Prosecution

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that :

My name  : PSI Pravin Shankar Sonawane,
Age about : 37 Years, Occupation : Service,

Resident of : PS. Akot City, Tq. Akot, District Akola.

Examination-in-chief by Shri. A.A. Kesale, APP for State.
01. On 19.07.2019, I was attached at Police Station,
Chikhli. On 04.12.2019, Cri. No. 237/2019 was given to me for
investigation. I collected documents of said crime. I recorded
statements of two witnesses. I obtained true copy of Cri. No.
236/2019 under Section 283 of the IPC. I collected certificate from
Amdapur Police Station that witnesses and informant were in
public service. Now those are shown to me, those bear signature of
API Wankhede, contents are true, those are marked at Exh. 56 to
58. I collected R.C. book of said truck. The photocopy of that R.C.
book is filed on record, it is at Exh. 59. FIR of Cri. no. 236/2019 is
at Exh. 60. After collection of sufficient evidence I forwarded
charge-sheet against the accused. I know the accused present in the

court.

Cross-examination for accused by Adv. Shri. K.B. Maheshwari :-
2. I have visited the spot of incident. API Wankhede has

prepared spot panchanama. It is correct to say that spot of incident
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is a busy road. Shops are situated beside a road. It is incorrect to
say that I have not recorded the statement of witnesses as per their
say. I had knowledge that accused persons had filed complaint
against the informant. I do not know that informant was found
guilty in that complaint. It is incorrect to say that I do not know
anything about the incident. It is incorrect to say that I am

deposing false.

Cross-examination over.
No. Re-exam. ROAC

(S.B. Dige)
Additional Sessions Judge,
Date :- 22/02/2024. Buldhana.
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Sessions Case No.57/2021
Exhibit No.66

Deposition of witness No. 09 for the Prosecution

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that :

My name : Dr. Uday Narayan Rajput,

Age about : 37 Years,

Occupation : Medical Officer, Primary Health
Center, Udaynagar Post. Undri.

Resident of : Divthana Tq. Chikhli Dist. Buldana.

Examination-in-chief by Shri. V.L. Bhatkar,
Public Prosecutor for State

1. On 19-07-2019, I was posted at Primary
Health Center, Undri as Medical Officer. On that day
I had received medical memo from Amdapur Police
Station for examination of the patient Satish
Rambhau Nagre. The Memo now shown to me, is the
same, which was received to me at the Primary Health
Center, Undri, the contents therein are true and

correct, it is marked as Exhibit P-67/PW9.

Accordingly, I examined Satish Rambhau Nagar and
opined overleaf the said memo. I have observed on
his examination blunt trauma on right upper limb and
blunt trauma on right thigh. The opinion now shown
to me, 1is the same, it bears my signature, the
contents are true and correct, it is marked as

Exhibit P-68/PW9.

2. I had received another medical memo for

examination of Prakash Pawar. The Memo now shown to
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me, 1is the same, which was received to me at the
Primary Health Center, Undri, the contents therein
are true and correct, it is marked as Exhibit
P-69/PW9. Accordingly, I examined Prakash Pawar and
opined overleaf the said memo. I have observed on
his examination blunt trauma on right wrist and
blunt trauma to right thigh. The opinion now shown
to me, 1is the same, it bears my signature, the
contents are true and correct, it is marked as

Exhibit P-70/PW9.

3. I had also received medical memo from
Amdapur Police Station for examination of Police
Naik Nilesh Tryambak Wakade. The medical memo now
shown to me, is the same, which was received to me
at the Primary Health Center, Undri, the contents
therein are +true and correct, it 1is marked as

Exhibit P-71/PW9. Accordingly, I examined Nilesh

Wakade and opined overleaf the said memo. I have
observed on his examination blunt trauma on left
knee, left knee movement was painful and restricted,
there was swelling. I had advised the patient for
orthopedic opinion and to get the X-ray of left knee
AP lateral. The opinion now shown to me, is the
same, it bears my signature, the contents therein
are true and correct, it is marked as Exhibit

P-72/PW9.

Cross—-examination by Shri. K.B. Maheshwari, Advocate
for accused :

4. It is true to say that after the patient
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arrives at Primary Health Center his history is
noted. I have noted the history of all the three
patients in my own handwriting. I have not mentioned
about the history of injuries in my opinions at
Exh.68, 70 and 72. It is true to say that I have not
mentioned time and date of examination on Exh.68, 70
and 72. It is true to say that there was no mention
of time on the medical memo Exh.67, 69 and 71. It is
true to say that as the time passes by the color of
injuries also changes. It is true to say that my
opinions at Exh.68, 70 and 72 do not find mention of
age of the injuries. It may be possible that if a
person had a self-fall, the injures mentioned 1in
opinions at Exh.68, 70 and 72 are possible. It is
not true to say that I have issued the opinions
without examining the patients and on the say of

Police.

Re-examination : Nil.

Before me,
R.0.A.C.

( S.C. Khati )
Dated : 13-06-2024. Sessions Judge, Buldana.

Certificate

Taken before me and signed by me in presence of
the accused persons to whom the deposition was
explained and opportunity was given to cross-
examine.

(S.C. Khati)
Dated : 13-06-2024. Sessions Judge, Buldana.
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Sessions Case No.57/2021
Exhibit No.75

Deposition of witness No.l1l0 for the Prosecution

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that :

My name : Amit Baliram Wankhede,

Aged about: 39 Years,

Occupation : Police Inspector, Anti-corruption
Bureau, Yavatmal

Resident of : Yavatmal Tqg. and Dist. Yavatmal.

Examination-in-chief by Shri. V.L. Bhatkar,
Public Prosecutor for State :

1. On 19-07-2019, I was posted at Police
Station Amdapur as API. On 20-07-2019, the
investigation of Crime No.237/2019 was transferred
to me. Prior to handing over the investigation to
me, the investigation was conducted by PSI Pawar.
After transfer of investigation, I received Oral
Report, Printed F.I.R., Arrest Panchanama and
Seizure Panchanama and Medical Certificates. On 20-
07-2019, I conducted spot panchanama in presence of
two government panchas. The spot of incident 1is
situated opposite to “Muktai Auto Spare Parts
Centre, Undri”. The spot of incident was shown by
Satish Nagre. On inspection of the spot of incident,
I found the broken name plate of PSI Pawar. The said
name plate was seized by me 1in presence of two
panchas. The envelope, in which the broken name

plate was sealed, now shown to me, bears my
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signature and signature of panchas, the envelope is

marked as Exhibit P-76/PW10.

[The sealed envelope now opened before the
Court, in the presence of and with the signatures of
learned counsel for the State and learned counsel
for the accused.]

2. The broken name plate now shown to me, is
the same, it is already marked as MO-B. Thereafter,
the spot panchanama was conducted in presence of two
panchas, as per the situation seen. The Spot
panchanama now shown to me, is the same, it bears my
signature and signature of two panchas, contents
therein were read over to the panchas, the contents

are true and correct, it is already marked as

Exh.22.
3. In pursuance thereto, the panchanama was
conducted of the damaged vehicle bearing

registration No.MH28-C-6326 in presence of two
panchas. On inspection of the vehicle, the back
windshield glass of the Police vehicle was broken
and iron net was seen to have pressed. Accordingly,
the vehicle panchanama was conducted in presence of
panchas. The panchanama now shown to me, is the
same, it bears my signature and signature of
panchas, the contents of the panchanama was read
over to the panchas, the contents are +true and

correct, it is already marked as Exh.35.

4. Thereafter, I recorded statements of the

witnesses as per their say. Similarly, I had
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recorded the statement of P.W.4-Govinda Mohite and-
P.W.7 Gajanan Rathod as per their say. The Portion
Marked-'A’ in the statement of P.W.4 Govinda Mohite
under Section 161 was recorded as per his say and it

is marked as Exhibit P-77/PW10. Similarly, I had

recorded the statement of P.W.7 Gajanan Rathod under
section 161 as per his say. The Portion Marked-'A’
in his statement was recorded as per his say and it

is marked as Exhibit P-78/PW10.

5. Similarly, I had issued the certificate
that Prakash Pawar, Satish Nagar and Nilesh Wakade
were present on the duty on the day of incident. The
certificates now shown to me, are the same, those
bear my signature, contents are true and correct and
the same is already marked as Exh.56, 57 & 58. Since
I was Police Station In-charge, I had transferred

the further investigation to PSI Sonwane.

Cross—-examination by Shri. K.B. Maheshwari, Advocate
for accused

6. The investigation of crime was taken by
myself from PSI Pawar. It is true to say that PSI
Pawar was the injured in the incident and has
initially investigated the crime. From the spot of
incident, the Police Station Amdapur is 7 to 8 KM
away. Since there were cracks in the glass of the
Police vehicle, the pieces of the glass did not fall
on the ground at spot of incident as well as where
the vehicle panchanama was done. It is true to say

that the road in front of the spot of incident is
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moving traffic. Adjacent to the spot of incident,
the road is of 20 feet wide. Besides the tar road,
there is 10 feet wide open road space. At the time
of conducting spot panchanama, the Truck MH28-B-1218
was not standing there. It is true to say that one
side of the spot of incident, there are 4 shops and
on the other side, there are 4 to 5 shops. It is not
true to say that I had not recorded the statements
of the adjoining shop owners. I have recorded the
statement of shop owner of Gurukrupa Cloth Centre.
It is not true to say that Gurukrupa Cloth Centre is

not situated nearby the spot of incident.

7. I cannot tell whether the accused had made
complaint to the superior officer in respect of
assault on them by Police staff by entering in the
shop. I cannot tell whether after the incident, the
three Police personnel were transferred to the
Police head gquarter or not. I do not remember
whether my statement was recorded or not in
Departmental Inquiry. It is not true to say that on
the basis of my statement, three increments of the
three Police persons were withheld and they were

punished for three months.

8. It 1is not true to say that no such
incident, of obstructing the Police staff in their
official duty by the accused, had occurred. It is
not true to say that during my investigation, it was
transpired that the accused had not assaulted the

Police staff nor they had damaged to the Police
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vehicle and have not caused obstruction in their
official duty. It is not true to say that since the
accused had made complaint to the Human Rights
Commission or superior officer against the Police
staff, to save them false case is lodged against the
accused. It is not true to say that to save the

Police staff, I am deposing false today.

Re-examination : Nil.

Before me,
R.O.A.C.

( S.C. Khati )
Dated : 19-06-2024. Sessions Judge, Buldana.






Through V.C. Sessions Case No.57/2021
Below Exhibit No.44

In view of order passed below Exh.80, the
learned Public Prosecutor 1is permitted for re-
examination-in-chief of P.W.6 Prakash Somnath Pawar.

Re-examination-in-chief of P.W.No.06 Prakash Somnath
Pawar resumed on S.A. by Shri.vV.L. Bhatkar, Public
Prosecutor for State on 21-06-2024.

5. On 19-07-2019, the accused Ganesh had
produced the weapon Tommy used in the offence, in
the Police Station and I seized it in presence of
panchas. Accordingly, I prepared seizure panchanama.
The seizure panchanama now shown to me, is the same,
it bears my signature, signature of panchas and
accused, contents are true and correct and the same
is already marked as Exh.21. The seized Tommy now
shown to me, is the same, it is already marked as
MO-A. Thereafter, the seized Tommy was deposited
with Muddemal Mohrur, from whom I obtained Muddemal
receipt. The Muddemal receipt now shown to me, 1is
the same, it bears my signature and signature of
Head Mohrur, the contents are true and correct, it

is marked as Exhibit P-81/PW6. Accordingly, I

arrested the three accused in the crime on 20-07-
2020 and prepared arrest panchanamas. The three
Arrest Panchanamas now shown to me, are the same,
those bear my signature, signatures of panchas and
accused, contents are true and correct and the same

are marked as Exhibit P-82 to 84/PW6 respectively.

6. The Crime No.236/2019 under section 283 of
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I.P.C. was registered against the accused No.3
Ganesh Ramesh Jagtap and the accused had admitted
the guilt and was punished. The FIR copy of Crime
No.236/2019 is filed on record. I am the complainant
in that crime. Further investigation was conducted

by Shri. Wankhede.

Re-Cross—-examination by Shri. K.B. Maheshwari,
Advocate for accused

Since the Court time is over, the cross-

examination is deferred till next date.

Before me,

( S.C. Khati )
Dated : 21-06-2024. Sessions Judge, Buldana.

Re-cross-examination of P.W.No.06 Prakash Somnath
Pawar by Shri. K.B. Maheshwari, Advocate for accused
resumed on 25-06-2024 on S.A.

7. It is true to say that Anuj Rathi and
Jagdish Rathi were taken into custody on the date of
incident. It is true to say that the incident took
place on 19-07-2019 at 6.00 p.m. It is true to say
that I had taken the accused to the Police Station
during 7.00 p.m. to 7.30 p.m. It is true to say that
from the time the accused were apprehended till
their production before the Court, the accused were
in the Police custody. Before the accused taken into

custody, they were not given written intimation.
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8. It is not true to say that in the arrest
panchanama, the arrest time is not mention as 7.00
p.m. It 1is not true to say that in the arrest
panchanama, there is no mention of arrest of the
accused. It is not true to say that I am deposing

false today.

Before me,
R.0O.A.C.

( S.C. Khati )
Dated : 25-06-2024. Sessions Judge, Buldana.
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Sessions Case No.57/2021,
Exhibit No. 94.

Deposition of Witness No. 1 for the Defence.

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that-

My name : Jagdish Nandlal Rathi,

Age about : 61 Years,

Occupation : Business,

Residence : Undri (Udaynagar), Tq. Chikhli Dist. Buldana.

Exam.-in-chief by Shri. K.B. Maheshwari for accused.

1. I am engaged in transport business. My truck bearing No.
MH-28-BB-1211 came loaded from Nagar to proceed for Kolkata. The
truck was loaded with onions. At about 5.00 p.m., the truck was parked
in front of my house and the driver came to submit accounts. At that
time, Police vehicle came, in which there were one Police Officer
namely PSI Pawar and other two Policemen were not in uniform. They
asked the driver to remove the vehicle. I told Police Officer that it
required two minutes to take accounts and to remove the vehicle. My
house is on Khamgaon - Chikhli road, but the vehicle was not parked on
the road. The Pawar Saheb asked me as to why I am not removing the
vehicle and I told him that it is in front of my house and not on the
road. Then, he got annoyed and said that whether I am “@RICUSId” and
he will show me. Then, I told him that I am ready to pay fine. Then,
Pawar got annoyed and took me to the Police vehicle. Thereafter, he
assaulted me on road, in front of my house where Police vehicle was
parked. In front of the said spot, there are 6 to 7 shops. Then, he took
me in the Police vehicle to Amdapur Police Station. In the Police

vehicle, he assaulted on my private part.



2

2. Thereafter, he made me to sit in the Police vehicle. Then, at
11.00 p.m. to 11.30 p.m., he took me to Chikhli. On the way, on my
request for urination, he stopped the vehicle. At that place, he assaulted
my driver and forced to urinate. After I was taken to the Police Station,
my driver and my son were brought to Police Station and thereafter, we
all three were taken to Chikhli. At Chikhli, I was taken to the Police
Station. At Police Station, my driver and son were examined by the
doctor. When it was my turn to get examined by doctor, Pawar talk
something with doctor. The doctor did not examine me. When I told
doctor that I was severely beaten and had injury, he asked me to sit in
the vehicle and we will be provided tablets. Thereafter, we all three

were brought to Police Station, Amdapur.

3. Then, I was called in cabin. Then, Pawar asked me whether
my Police Remand or Magisterial Remand is to be obtained. Then, I
replied that he can do whatever he wants as I have no idea about it.
Then, Pawar told me that if I have to be taken in Magisterial Custody,
then I have to pay Rs.40,000/-. Then, I was made to sit and again
called in the morning. In the morning, he asked me about the money.
Then, I told him that I and my son are in Police Station and as such,
how can I arrange the money. I was not put in the lock-up nor issued

any notice. The driver and my son were kept in lock-up.

4. Thereafter, I was produced in the Court. I, thereafter,
lodged complaint against PSI Pawar, Nagare and their driver to Human
Rights Commission. Before the said complainant, I also lodged
complaint against them to the Superintendent of Police. The
Superintendent of Police had transferred them to Buldana Headquarter.

The enqiury was also initiated and thereafter, three increments of them
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were stopped. The Human Rights Commission had imposed Rs.2,000/-
each upon PSI Pawar, Nagare and their driver Wakade. In the said

incident, there was no fault of me.

Cross-exam. by Shri VL.. Bhatkar, Public Prosecutor for State:-

5. Anuj is my son. At the time of incident, Ganesh Ramesh
Jagtap - accused No.3 was driver of my vehicle. It is true that the
incident first happened with Ganesh. Police asked Ganesh the name of
owner of the truck. It is true that after the incident happened with
Ganesh, I came there. It is not true to say that my son Anuj also, at that

time, came there. Anuj came within 5 to 10 minutes.

6. It is true to say that PSI Pawar told to Ganesh that due to
my vehicle parked, there is obstacle to the traffic. It is true to say that
when I and Anuj came on the spot, I said to Police that whether we are
the only persons to whom he asked. When the incident started, Police
constable Satish Nagare came first there. It is not true to say that I said

that "g=&! ®R det 378w, # gralell SRafaal” and then I pushed him. It is

not true to say that Anuj by hand fist and blows assaulted to Satish
Nagare and caused injury to him. It is not true to say that therefore, PSI
Pawar and constable Wakade came to convince me. It is true to say that
PSI Pawar and constable Wakade came on the spot. It is not true to say
that then, I scuffled with PSI Pawar. It is not true to say that in this
scuffle, his name plate was broken. It is true to say that on the spot,
Police vehicle bearing No. MH-28-C-6326 was there in stationary
condition. It is not true to say that thereafter, my driver went in my
truck, brought iron Tommy and damaged the glass of Police vehicle. I
do not know whether thereafter Police Constable Wakade asked to my

driver that why he has broken the glass of the vehicle. I do not know
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whether my driver said to him that he has broken the glass and now
will ampute his leg. It is not true to say that thereafter, my driver
assaulted to constable Wakade and in the said incident, he fell down
and sustained injury. It is not true to say that thereafter, I and my son
Anuj fled away from the spot. It is not true to say that while I was

fleeing away, Police apprehended me.

7. I do not know whether complaint came to be registered
under Section 283 of I.PC. arising out of the same incident. I do not
know whether action was taken against my driver - accused No.3 under

Section 283 of I.PC.

8. On next day, I was produced in the Court at Chikhli. As the
Court did not ask me, hence I did not disclose that I was assaulted by
the Police. It is not true to say that as I was not assaulted by Police and
hence, I have not disclosed the same before the Court. It is not true to
say that I am deposing false that I was assaulted on the road and also
while taking to Police Station in the vehicle, I was assaulted on my
private part by Police. It is not true to say that I am deposing false that
while on the way to Chikhli my driver was assaulted when vehicle was
stopped on my request for urination. It is not true to say that I am
deposing false that I was called in the cabin and PSI Pawar asked me to
pay Rs.40,000/- in case, I want to be remanded in Magisterial Custody.
I have not stated to the Court about demand of Rs.40,000/- by Pawar. It
is not true to say that I am deposing false that I was called in the cabin
by Pawar and I was asked that whether I am to be remanded in PC.R.
or M.C.R. It is not true to say that I am deposing false that on next day,
I was again called in the cabin and enquired about Rs.40,000/-. I

lodged the complaint against the Police for assaulting us at Police
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Station, Amdapur, but it was not accepted. I did not make complaint to
the Superintendent of Police for not accepting our complaint about

assaulting us.

9. I have cordial relations with the witnesses which came
today in the Court. It is not true to say that I, my son and driver
obstructed to the Police while discharging their duties and by assaulting
them caused injury. It is not true to say that getting annoyed of action
taken by Police to remove the vehicle, we all assaulted the Police. It is
not true to say that by breaking the glass of Police vehicle, we caused
damage to the government property. It is not true to say that to avoid

the punishment in the present crime, I am deposing false.

Re-examination : Nil.
Before me,
R.O.A.C.

( S.M. Bhosale )
Dated : 26-09-2024. Sessions Judge, Buldana.



Sessions Case No.57/2021,
Exhibit No. 100.

Deposition of Witness No. 2 for the Defence.

I do hereby on solemn affirmation state that-

My name : Manoj Sarangdhar Lahudkar,

Age about : 30 Years,

Occupation : Medical Store,

Residence : Undri (Udaynagar), Tq. Chikhli Dist. Buldana.

Examination-in-chief by Shri. K.B. Maheshwari for accused.

1. I know all the accused. Accused are having Bedding Centre
(e &%). My shop is beside Chikhli road at Undri. The incident
occurred in the year 2019. On the day of incident, at about 5.00 p.m., I
was sitting in my shop. At some distance from my shop, the truck of
accused was parked beside the road. At that time, Police came there
alongwith their vehicle. Police have assaulted accused Jagdish Rathi

and thereafter, they had taken accused Jagdish Rathi in their vehicle.

Cross-exam. by Shri VL. Bhatkar, Public Prosecutor for State:-

2. I cannot recollect the date and month of the incident, as
the incident has occurred a long time ago. It is not true to say that I am
being prosecuted in 2-3 offences under Section 353 of IPC. It is true to
say that prior to six months from today, an offence under Section 353 of
IPC is registered against me. The truck was standing in front of Muktai
Auto Garage. It is not true to say that the truck was standing on the
road. I did not hear the conversation between Police and accused. It is
not true to say that at that time, accused No.3 driver Ganesh made
verbal altercation with Police. It is not true to say that thereafter, the

accused Nos.1 and 2 came at the spot of incident. It is not true to say
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that accused Anuj Rathi manhandled Nagre Police Constable. It is not
true to say that Jagdish Rathi manhandled PSI Pawar. It is not true to
say that accused Jagdish Rathi took out iron rod from truck and caused
damage to the Police vehicle. It is not true to say that I am having
cordial relations with accused. It is not true to say that I am deposing
false as per the say of accused persons that Police had assaulted accused
Jagdish. It is not true to say that as the relations between myself and
accused are cordial and to save them, I am deposing false.

Re-examination : Nil.

Before me,
D1g1t511y signed

R. O.A. C . 1():5{_[%HDEAI§I§?/IR
“ MUNGHATE

Date:
2024.12.10
11:40:15 +0530

(S.C. Munghate)
Dated : 02-12-2024. Sessions Judge, Buldana.



		2024-12-10T11:40:15+0530
	SHEKHAR CHUDARAM MUNGHATE




