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qT$ TS, ST IR fAu=RaT g1 2017 W IRIH UG STt &l © ael
e AR ARl B Jooiod & | IAREN bl WAl A Ih Dl
BICHTH g AREAUTHT HIAHL F9I 08.30 ol BIST SaRardl T |
I B T HI A GRT 171() WoGoHo H GUSHIT IRE % |
3 I @ [d%g SMWIRT USihd R Bl Ara Bl T |

Il JehaHT bl Iwh TeYR W Y AT MAYRGAT gI]
g gaar RUlE Go¥lodRo HAT—7 /2017, =W GRT 171 (3)
ogoWo Goilgpd DI AT TAT fadem TIRST &l T |

[Ada-T & 3RM Ao iR §RT gcARYd &7 R
PR Gl B AFRE -1 AT UG g & a8l & 99 ifdhd fhy
M Tl Y e UG S b SURI AWG<hl HHET 9] OiF B
o IR 3Td &RT 171(d) HWoGoWo ®T ART YT AT H
UfSd b |

JAMGTHT DI AR TR gRT T & Jgd ¥ doid
fhar | QA 16.04.2019 BT AHYTHT HHAT IASL SIF BT STHA
I UF AR §RT Wi BT 737 | JAfHg<hT ~amarerd § SuRerd
TS AAT Y STAMTAM SRS by | JAFGThT DI IS qu=T @l
Thel UT PRTg TS |

fIgT™ SR AT gRT AT BT ga FfooH =il
21.09.2021 I 3ifdba fbar TA1| AWGaT gRI IS JbadAT AR
S & B fHar 2

IR T & FHET MG DI AR A 37U HAD
DI AT PRA AIRgd Feg & ®U H UloSjo1 I M UG
qoSgp2 & ®Y H M TE YA B WG FREAT AT T | 3HD
JfaRad o fohedl el & wRifera &1 HRar AT 2 |

IR T & FHeT SIS Bl AR H YD q1ey
& ®Y H AR AR U H—1, ARIY UF UG H—2, TR T4 YA
e Rue wxqd f6d T & 59 AfIRad 3 DIS Yo aTRael
T8 5y T B | R T & R AfAgHT & fAg ifdah gy
MGG UeT & fAf=T Teral @ iiuaRe H&adl & WieR fdhar
AT |

R AT gRT SIS e b IJHINT b SURT

CNRUPSI010031212026 District & Sessions Judge
Sitapur.



CRIMINAL APPEAL/44/2026 —Seema Raju Jain Vs. Uttar Pradesh Sarkar 3 Date of Decision—21.07.2026

&I 31.03.2026 T JAMIYTHT AT RG] SIF DI HAT A=A IRT 313
SoYodo 3ifdhd T AT, fSFH AMYTHT 7 Bal fdh JATST HeATidh
Ted g1 el Woselo—1 Rigid oM a Ydell d UloSejo—2
SufRieTsd AT IMT & 9F & v § §o T8 Sl GhaH
AT Tel, 991d § By eI T8 <1 § 9 AR FY A8l Pl T
feT 08.04.2026 BT JAMYHI ERT WI R R H IuRerd
BIAR U8 UIRIAT B T3 b AYTHT DI SUAT WHIs e Th IR AR
UZ BRI BT HIDI AT TYR[SWRIG UAGell H R e g
&I 31.03.2026 DI AMIYTHI & qATH 3T TRT 313 ToHoHo 3fha
by ST g o, fobeg AMNGTHT DI IR H AR RTAT §RT AIAR
U BT AT 3R I AR ATTTd & FHeT U FIed U DR Pl
AT feam war| SIfAgehT W™ L OF Ul ISIHAR o o 3feR
JRTed & e g foar (59 foReq wu 4 sifba fear |
JAAGHT AT RS OIF gRT I8 DA fhar wan fb § e« Hafe
2017 ¥ foumraaT fSwar 149 § & SHIGAR 81 off | #9 f=i 0
e g ¥ @i YA qEl der| et 2017 & gA H Hel
W T UReR, UFhele a1 BIfST w81 o rar 9 fhdl Uil &1 dis
TAR 81 fBar | IR SR Y MY IR 33 2 | Yo 7 Holl gaeHr
TIRIT 2| STy WX Rgets ST o 9 4oy g7 SfeR <IRIeld &
FHeT 3T Y B, 9 38 7 | B 08.04.2026 DI STAYTHI T AMYH
* fIgm fdah &1 Jodi~e qIRge &R &1 IR feam war 4
ATl S 989 @ forg fgd @ g | fadid 17.04.2026 BT yHTE
3ifom 989 WR a off derm gt AIRhTd U ¥ SUReTd 78l 7S |
AMGTHT BT AT UF fdllh B D gl W URAT U 3R
RITATAI §IRT GRS R {3 737 27| URfAT U & 3fdclih  Welid
g &1 o & AIFYH gRT Fawd WU ¥ o fhar 7 <@ o
YD UTATd AYTHT §RT IR—SHAT RIS fFRE B BT UIed=r g3
R BT T | AT g§RT rifed § Ui 93 SR fhar wan
g UAFel SfcH 989 R Id &1 g | fATB 20.04.2026 DT SAYTHT
% g™ Ifdah! wd AMgHl e § IURYd I8 G el Ry
H 989 B |

fIg™ TR <A gRT ARG Y&l Ud Wi &
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fag™ sffgadr & d&l & g4 & SW vl 9 quey faifea
23.04.2026 UIRd fdbar ar, g gRT fAgM /R <o |
YTl / ST WA IS S T 3TURTY 3T €RT 171 () AR
SUS Wfedl ® T8d IR H QIYRIE HRd gU 500 DY D 3fjeUS U
Sfoed fhd ST T 31fqUs QT HRA DI ST H AMTYHI AT S
SF BT TP AWE & HRIEE $I Gl H &fvsd (B I & USR]
giRd fear Tar g1 Saad Aoy g qveey W aafgd ger et /
I §RT I II0SH Ul T dl T 7 |

R R rdiemeff / e @ g sfawar @ o A
IR ¥ fagm e wor e (Qs®) & a@f & g1 T
@ T queRy fRFfda 23.04.2026 T iy UG @
TAYET TG DT GID JqeD fhar 17|

srdremeft / siftrgeaT @ figT ofaedT )T 9 w9 ¥ 98
@ fHar T & e ue gRT &fda w9 | Wi/ srdiermelt &
fIvg & 19012017 & 0930 doI TAoHIodRo Tl  &RIPR
o fadt &3 & HgAl AR W AovloWlo B TH HIUd BIfST
MUY S BT fIE=a™T 2017 A9 H 3RIRIG THTd STel 9 AR
HiZdT Jeolgd BT ARIU N gd  ORT 171(7)  Hlogodo
®I To¥odIRo Gol &I Tl & olfbd YT By BIfST o dl 3R
AT H A BRI Tz R 7 B 399 Faed {7y 7Y BIewums g
qIfSAT B [T FRY T | $HA Yo AT IAWATS HAd 4 R
HIERUE UdId BIAT ©, JIfug I ARG ¥ Hefdd & Hiucl (Case

Property) & AMIdd 89 &1 0 Wl W 2| Jg Tl Ao
el FHo—1 /fadad 3 o1 I8 d& »el ¢ fb S99 fadgeqr & RM
N DS BIST <@ dd Al | VAT Refd # R amarery &1 e
fafer vd deat & fAdg 89 & HRU fARed B89 Iy 2|

ardtemefi / aifrgeeT @ fagre s g1 I8 W 9@
Td fhar T & wRA™ qve U™ @7 9T 171(7) & SfadlieT |
e g fh I8 gRT G Y9Il Bl & o9 Wlogodo @l °RT 171(7) H
aftfd fatedl d NIRI® IRR 9 ORT 171(8) # aftfq fate=i #
gfeuer & Tl W Al H |Ifed 81| offhd WA A H
AT, Tof §Y UoHlodlRo &l T3 fadedr @ fdamor & SR 3y
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|qey |iey, fhdl H A1 | H aftia Tedl &I |rfed & H T
% e @ ©, JIfUg e SR d UawUv &4, dal 3R
b GRT AT AT BCIg g BIST H 30 Heled &1 a9 o, I
A T6 Tl Al YR 2| 59 PR W JAR IR Bl TRy
s 89 & A sRAIeTd B9 I 2 |

e/ sfge & fRgm off@em gv1 I8 W @
R fhar T 6 U JHel W 9 "Eayul 92 I8 © fb o™
&I 19—01—2017 B HRAT ®Y F &l §RT HIAT BIST 8IS TS,
T I ARG DI AIAGR el H QR4 F1d 2017 D1 AT
SR B Mg ol 39 W} WX SIWAIG Hed |9 g S8l ab
fOTRIT ATd 2017 @1 ARG SIRT B BT U ©, I8 Alfdd b
FT IR IRRSHE R § S §RT 59 9wy U1 @iy Ao
AIIS UAgell IR QRIS 81 fbar Tar & 349 9 relieg afraen
R by ST I 2 |

et / sifgan & g afee g I W T
RAd fhar T 6 R ey § e gRT e 7 e,
ghed & fddad foSelo—1 M v Yool g BT drel GoSeclo—2
AT T RTerd H yd fh 8 R el Ho—1 9w €
3R BIg AT Taas Al ugd 81 2 | g AR RIS - U Al
& US Ho—8 (Sl YHIMI Uil &1 Y8 Ho—10 &) H Hlo IzacH
IRTT & BB okl Bl 3ifhd HR i fima feam 8 ag <ifsa o
Tg ARl & Yol Rgels © difd uga Amen 9 o "Non

Examination of Investigating Officer” &1 g iR 9 & f&adl

"Independent witness @& Non Corporation" @1, gafey T /@R
TS BT 3THHd Ui 8 & HRUT FRET 89 I 3 |
et / sifgan & g sfge g I @ T
gega fbar Tar b ey ffafe 1872 &1 gRI—118, 134 d 135 I
AR RAATTT F S Guid R UAT A G- & DIRRT &F §, 98
dedl & S fARIT 8| 3R Irery 3 1eg g @t aR1—6 (34
SR @1 Rigr) e R R 39 AW # aftfa fear g 9 O
quid: el & fIwid § wife W f[Iarer § & 41 39 919 &1 Dl
Aeg 78 2 b DI W $I U & AHIER D 9NT BIF dlel dedi &l
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FGATT A FST &l JR [ & §H [daRer § I8 dF
IS gRT I 1A ST fb 59 910 &7 o7 916y 8 fob qagrdr &l

ST AT GHHIAT AT AT {61 IR &7 gfawuer o) e Srelm 137, R
A 171(@) &1 <1 g97ar oI At § aftfa Regreal @ Raems 21 era”
AT & HeT 9 910 & W1 DIs e 9 81 {6 Hiod 2ifST &9,
fha® gRT oS S, AT T Ig UIfl gRT & g9d1s s off, W
IR I & IWAd & Raaw 7| diarfl gRT 9 ar &l
fAET=a¥T BT DI AT ST T © AR T & Hid dR W e urd
q fee o HW A @1 T 2| W Rl § 59 Bigd BT R
RIS & |qHeT AIad 7 8 8l Blg s el AMAIST & FHeiA
U q fHar WA 8, Rd UMId 9 Ufawyul O Hew@yul ey
qifed 1 8, gl § fREm™ 8, SIfRgEAr BT e Aifdd |
Bl, THoHIodRo |Ifdd 7 8, TeR AIfdd 9 &I, d9 3R R Bl
MY TR AT B YR & SN g 37fAfed B & BRI R
5 S A B | WG SMER WR 3R AT Pl AR &1 23,
04.2026 DI FRET BT Y AMYFT BT QN [hd ST BT AT Dbl
AT |

fagr foren s sfdaaan (qifds®) g1 d@ fear T
f& fagm adRge 3 U=Maell R SUael AIRge Ud Ui g &
AR WX A Joddd e Ud A Sod <A™l §RT
gferfed Rigra &1 gftera w@d g3 gveeyr uiRd fhar € o
®s Fe T8 2| Mossqor SofH0 9 T gaeT vd foswio2 Sofo
AT TAT & 9 W IS D Jfdd—Jaad Fas F IR Gifed
2| AR AT gRT uiRd i 9 querew 4 &5 e 731 7|

TR i # Y& fIari e a8 & & T sfvaie,
TRIA A AR B SR W AT Ol U9 o @ faveg
IR I=TTT URT 171(7) HoZoHo B JRHYH HIg & W wmfad
FRA § qBe el © Iqal T |

59 AWy H ol /et & g Siaa &1
HoF & fb Ao uet g1 HfId wu | Wi+ / erdiemeft & favg
fadid 19.01.2017 @1 09.30 IO THoHTodIRo TSl HRIGR (AT
fadt &5 @ Hg N IRE W doviodlo B Th BT BIRT ol ag
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S DI Rl 2017 A H RS YATG STel-l 9 AR Fiadl
Ieelg BT AR WA I GRT 171(F) HToGoHo B TAo¥I03MRo ol
@1 AT & olfb VAT Ig BIRST 9 T 3faR ISl H AIfdd aRTg T
AR 9 & 399 GdiEd foly Y Brenm® g difear & Aifdd HR1g T |
SO YU ST AfENH HuMe 9 e deErus wdaid Bl g,

MG I RIY A g w9 uiudl (Case Property) & Sr4ried
BF BT 9 ] W B IB Ael, AT ARl Ho—1 /fadud |
Al I8 d® del © & S99 [J9a @& SR & 38 8ISy Wl dd
T2 | T Retfa # oraR =marera &1 e Afyy vd @l & faudia gF
@ HR R 84 I 2|

IH AU MR & =¥ H AR IR Bl UAEell
W U GoSIP1 T Tw YIA & Fed D fdveiwr fhar S

AMALTH T | I Wl gRT LU & wWiel § wF fhar 7 &
fTi  19.012017 @ AW FPRHE 9 GOl gdR UKD 7T
ARG, T HiargR 9 off | %0 Fgfh & SRM A" <RI &
QT g B QY ATARIE IHYRGA! b, UT.HISR. F&IT—07 /2017
=T &RT 171 () AU, AFT MAYRSD !, Sue AIgR D1 faderr
31 RIS & GUa dI T | g3 UKD gRT f&id 31.01.2017
DI I SMRUER IR [AdIqT TAMIR. JheAT b A
BTG (LR, oMl BRI A urd by | fade=r Ugur & TS,
fSrad 3T 31.01.2017 BI fAd==T &1 BRIATEl Hel H o 8¢ udl
Ho 1 AT W & RTeg UST W&AT 42, 47, 30 W fdhar far
M Adha &, Ted U 9 HRIHI TAHLSIRG Adhd QY A
RATATAT BT Adcllb] d qbel ol W fhar 7ar dem el
Ao @1 g | qoqeand fddaeT &1 SRa 4 #a9e® 8 gy ATl
HTITT TR SURYT [HodMFodRo oGH Ho HIRTTA golfhelR ITad,
A YMYRBAl & g 3ffba by 7Y | qeugard ardl JebaAr Uil
IURIErs sl oA eMi, AT ARG & 99 3ifdd fby 1Y,
T8l 3107 919 & A ¥ ¥4 §RT Usiihd Rl Ts Sh Y91

IR, BT FHA a1 | TUTATT d1d] GHSHAT & BHRIS! A8 HiCdd
faderer fgddl, o MRS, HUS AR &1 H 3ifda fdbar
T, SBlF U4 9T & HEIH W adl qhaHl & 9 bl el
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fohar | Toqgena ardl JhaH Bl FRIed] R geARed bl AReor fhar
T TAT AR ol Alb W & U qha DA H IR fdbar 73T,
9 o W FWER I § AR Sl A g=raet 8, 59 W) H 3ud
TEER B g ol g | RN W Ul d—1 Sl 17| doaedrd
JWRIh BRIAEl f[qdeadr & SRM gcARYd & FREer wRd qH Y
ST B ®B ANl Hie W U R P WY A UPHel 9Rie I
AeTaner Al $g0, AFT IARSe!, I GAYR T BT IH
FA—GE 90 AU UM B HU § qof BRIz Ty | 9IS A b
JMER WR ARMY F &b 31.01.2017 DI fdbell B U SMHITHT AT
RG] OF Il RSIRAR 99 % 1], Fardl Aigeen Hailel, Sl g
U—fe¥dl, e AR & [Gog IRY g5 AFH" Fherd |
TR b AT | WA ATl el 3R uH Wil dl fagrn war o
Al §RT S 37U Bl H 9T ST d 99 UR (U BKIER Pl
gfte @7 g, o R Ucel d—2 STell 37| 9919 UeT gRI foiRg H $9
el 5w fear g fb #§9 tAem—07 /2017 & MR WX fada=r
o 2| 59 e g9 fag=gmr faelt off, S fa 9 fag=m g% &) Q1
9 fdoar U & fa H 9Rgul R wrarel offa & 99 ofd gV d
AISS M TR fdaemT ol &1 | a1dl Jhaal d SARIe! ol odd &
I I 3T oM WR Sifhd fby Y| a1l A1edl & 9 GhaH
BT AP AT W TSARIA R AN I | TR0 Tord & &g T R dmr
RIS O & M B T SIS A1) HIAT B §RT SAR O BT HA
IS goadr 7 93N fdTe @ wee S ok geaee &1 fdeor
feamar | foa a9g # geTud R g, 59 999 fig T R 315 N
BT M g8 el us s, S¥for H SR AT <l o 7| us
I H 9IS HeH & g FJAR < V8T g | TR g A b
JAQUMER 89 Yford ardll bl ddol-id WIell R oW a9
AHEMRT UREY, 7R, el JMMfe SaR T @ Iula H A
9 IR 3N Bedly S € SR S¥ HfhdT & T8 drdl Yebad o
BT IR IARATIT AT AR TAMIMR. USlipad H1g o | NT ARl =
Fo frar & & R v § #1E wdy arft T8 8 Wi el gier
T @& € €1 1 9 g | - WAl @ =AEE I7 T8 g
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& wema AT SaRA T WA ARl SEar @ A 946t 98 g
3T Wl 4 WieR fBa1 2 & a8 dem wdl 2 & 98 ol e
9 TTHLAR. Y9 89 Yo arail 3 RSN 9 991 1R 8 3menRa
2| Wl gRT I8 @ WoR fear € & e a9 ) geem A
femed W ¥ T, S PIg ufeed &1 TaTE 8 81 39 el &
ATET A 3Gyl / J¥ga & fag Sifadd & s9 d@ H 9 e
g f& R@ yevor & oo & 99 A99s gRT F@=m ok &
fig T W A U O B AW A N AR I} gHew D N
SAR oM &7 91 $oF 5 OM & MR W gwiar I { R 9wy
g fadam & SRM geTRd R I HSH §RT USARA &l
A iEror R T, 9 W AR TN @ g U R B8 A |y
ot g8 81 U g, gHiforg faee grT SRm ST <&l T W
21 39 Wl ERT o e # S99 UM ol geew @ O B
AR I HET | 39 AR & e ¥ BT g Higrus ydid
Bl & o aifaoe duHe o1 awed| qE B g1 U Reafay
H TAHIAR. § IoelRgd 28 Heglus 8l S & (oA 39 §RIaAT
A §PR 78! BT &1 Aohdr © b Uerd gdor GEAIfTa dis |
ol BRI AT B | fAg 3[R e gRT ARl & Sdad A &l
ToRere B) ey g ar ® o 5 et w8 o 9w @ favar
B S arg =8 7|

S9 A H W gRT R FRTI dI IAEel] R U
ded & el dossio—1 Soffo AT T & 9 BT i b
T, T AT g e H g8 del © fdb AT e 19.01.2017 BI H
T YAYREGAl TR ¢ SUFNIES & U8 R oA o1 | f&id 19.01.17
Bl B H TRIEl BRCTd (el fgddl & | ol | IR N
SEHS &F T SRRl F I7eEl AR WAl & Ui H AR
BIHR T AT Bl Y BG4l ARl R Ugdl, Al ol fb Aedh
fFR @S gU @™ W AW o) OF 149 fdumew fratee as
Eﬁoﬁoﬁoaﬁgﬁvaﬂﬁm‘n—s‘,vﬁﬁwmwzowﬁw
Uqd ST Y& © a1 MY MR Hfedl &1 Ieda T JRell &I
TERIAT A ST DI BISUTH! T GfSATHI FRIHI 08.30 TYA.WR BIFST
IARATS T8 | S BRI/ FA A IRT 171(3F) AEURT H qUSAI
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IR 2| S T H R gRT AT 86 W TAALIMRF0. 07 /2017
fai 19.01.2017 &I 09.30 I Ve a1 RUd 5 w_IE T3 | 9@
g gRT RRE # 39 el 7 @ fHar g & § o ¥ <@
ORI =rell o b <181, I8 931 IS 718l © | q31 I8 W &4 81 ©
6 a1 A T T WY 9 AR FARIET A JUE—3U AT oy A
aferar g1, g8 |l e 8l 2| O ¥ Mdhedr gcARd db Ug e

& e HY Hal—FHal T D, I &I T8 2 | H IARSGA! DY Hrgl
gfer @il UR O A8l AT| PegAl dARIET i el bl @
3TVl 3MTAT & | TR aTell &3 qel JArafed &F & fiid -Tal o |
9 @™ W BIRST &0 81 H 9471 @1 §, 98 TR —doall BT o
T f9STell &1 on, § 81 qar Ui T | SIS g BISHUTH! A (U
TRE & AdSd BF 9 31 off | 36 NI T BICITH! B DIy
4 fdea § 7 @ el (AdTd) FT AR T & o9 R & N | S
oo amgal. = ger@ At 78 oY, safog A amga. & 7 @ @ &R
T8 fREE | 9l 7 98 N WoR B € & ger o1 18 9@ ufses
T WA E form o) W fed Y ufds faemw @1 M o @t
TeRd €l Geh, sHferg g RUIE # A &1 AW S 3 oeRd
TE st | B BT 718 off 5 wFN, § 9 I wear| @ W
ST ot S8 ® it off, &= 761 &) Soa aeh ard) gagwr 2
e fRevM | 9 98 W 2 & *a 2T &1 a5
FEAUTH! I BICHUTH! Tl BT T IR 9 & Iaaq dISIamhl
BRI @ fdey fddgs & & W g1 39 ARl & A |
IS wuHE & wHeA T8 'ar 21 Ui Refy # fagm eeR
IATAd gRT ARl & Iad g DI AoRarel &) spy fear T 7
St fo faferqel =8 oy S ¥ favar fRd o A =1 7
qreneft /aifvgadt & fag@ offfgat &1 I8 d@b &
fa® 19—01—2017 @7 BT T A Al §RT HIAT ST 8T8 T8,
T I ARG DI GIAQR el H RR=9T FA1d 2017 1 ARG
SR B gal oA 39 AIfed B B YR WA W foheg
AT @ AR A By AMCIBDHIE 7 A 3R AT & FHeT
U fhar a1 7 3R A & il & WR W IRge fhar AT 7 3R
98 39 P BIS Gved Arg H fear g e W sfvareH
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HATTH HERUS Bl SITdT 2 |

$9 UBR UAMel WR SUAY IUYdd ARIET A b
g # Faret T ey @ aRueg | a8 921 g TR 81 w1 © 6
TS ST B4 fdagad =g F W Afdd b § Thel VT ¢ |
AT Rerfey & ardrerredi / sffigear wwn v W9 $ fawg fage aR
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Sitapur.
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