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CNR: MHST190011732023

(=] =] Order below Exh.132 in Sessions Case No. 63 of 2023
=] (State of Maharashtra Vs. Punam Ashok Kamble)
(Passed on : 09.01.2026)

1]  Today, the evidence of pamch witness Arvind Haribhau Amrale
has been recorded partly. During course of chief-examination, the
learned APP has asked following question to said witness in following

manner :

u4: Sf AfeesT peoHed afadas! Bl [T S e F1ehdl i ?
9TR: 81,

2]  After recording such question-answer, the learned defence
Counsel has moved application Exh.132 by raising objection that
above question-answer cannot be taken on record, because
panchanama Exh.130 is not relating to identification of accused and it
is only relating to seizure of memory card. Therefore, above question-

answer are irrelevant one and cannot be taken on record.

3] Learned APP has filed say to the application Exh.132 and
thereby objected to said application. According to him, above
question-answer are relevant one and reference in that regard has
been mentioned in the panchanama Exh.130. Therefore, he requested

to reject the application Exh.132.

4] 1 have heard both the parties and perused the panchanama
dated 13.06.2016. The relevant portion of said panchanama is

reproduced as under : -
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<l SR.S.GEHR H. Ul IuFRIED g1 Ul . AT e gae
gl rH.AR Jefles oI dlosER) UreH, I fshie S
BT g PHosfdes i, Grerof 9. F. 9F 4 TIH. 39/209¢§
Tefae 343, 332 I TedTdlies IR A Y= 312N hides 9
R0 AERSTR gierolt qH.8R o HR UeH I SPHHNKiIes

HHIR TS AR e 1.MSIes!, A1H.ER Treidhg JATsaucH
Plos AT <41 f2.9/€/209% Sl fdpe UIST IS DI Ies
C.C.TV. @RI e, BT, JHdd C.C.TV. HRINS Peol ol
HISHL U RIS Ud FeUH SOk 8T 3 Phdides. o Ud FBUH
FOR BT TIR FTes UM fSfRST a1 TTeisyH-

3TTET URIHET 31 PIoveR Uveq IT ShMhes C.C.T.V. HH-
I ARG GH 3N g ol JMSBuUc Pl Wl Sal
Hd9ed C.C.T.V. ol Ao FRIprs He odcs.

5] If above contents of panchanama FExh.130 are taken into
consideration, then from above mentioned contents of panchanama, it
is manifest that said panchanama is relating to seizure of memory card
and that memory card is relating to C.C.T.V. footage and that footage is
relating to purchasing of black colour oil-paint by Punam Kamble from
that shop, which had been captured in theC.C.T.V. camera, which was
installed in that shop. When there is background of purchasing black
colour oil-paint in the said panchanama, which is showing the purpose
of seizure of memory card relating to CCTV footage, then above

question and answer cannot be stated to be irrelevant one.

6] In addition to above, the panch witness- Arvind in chief-
examination, has claimed in first para that he was shown from camera

that Punam Kamble was purchasing black colour oil-paint box. Thus,
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panch witness- Arvind is claiming that he had an occasion to see, who
had purchased that black colour oil-paint box. Therefore, having
considered the recital of panchanama Exh.130 and having considered
the fact that panch witness Arvind had an occasion to see in camera
that who had purchased that black colour oil-paint box, above
question and answer cannot be stated to be irrelevant one. As such,

application Exh.132 is rejected, having found no force in it.
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