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Ram Manohar and others Vs. State of U.P. — Criminal Appeal 2109 of
1980 September 27, 1999 (Allahabad High Court)—Criminal Trial-The
prosecution story has been reconstructed and evidence has been attempted
to be tailored— Prosecution evidence does not stand a close scrutiny—
Therefore, accused are entitled to be benefit of doubt. Touching the
different aspects of the case in the light of the judicious evaluation of the
evidence on record, we are of the opinion that the prosecution story has
been reconstructed and the evidence has been attempted to be tailored
accordingly. But several unpatchable holes are visible and the evidence of
the prosecution does not stand a close scrutiny. The ocular version also as
discussed hereinabove. For the reasons contained in the discussion made
hereinabove, we finally reach the conclusion that the prosecution case
against the accused are entitled to the benefit of doubt.

Muneshwar Singh Vs. State OF U.P.— Reference No. 9 of 1999 and
Cr. A. No. 1798 of 1999 May 10, 2000 (Allahabad High Court) Criminal
Law— Jurisprudence— Settled law— Prosecution has to prove the guilt of
accused beyond all reasonable doubt— Any number of culprits may go scot
free but a single innocent person should not be punished. The well settled
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law of criminal jurisprudence is that it is for the prosecution to prove the
quilt of the accused beyond all reasonable doubt. The criminal
jurisprudence follows the eternal principle that any number of culprits may
go scot— free but not a single innocent person should be punished. The
present case against the accused seems to be largely built on suspicion
only. There fore, On over all consideration of the Evidence and
Circumstances accused entiled to benefit of doubt.

Sitaram Seth and others Vs. State of U.P. [2014 (85) ACC 182] -
Criminal Appeal 2758 of 1985, March 11, 2014 (Allahabad High Court)
Burden of prosecution— Never shifts— No good reason advanced by the
deceased in support of his plea of false implication— Cannot be a ground to
hold him guilty— Burden always on the prosecution to establish it's case by
adducing natural and reliable evidence.— For the aforesaid reasons we are
of the view that the prosecution has been unable to produce cogent and
reliable evidence for establishing the complicity of the crime.

Banne alias Baijnath and others Vs. State — Criminal Appeal 1358 of
1980, February, 2000, (Allahabad High Court) Well established principle —
Onus of proving all the ingredients of an offence— Is always upon the
prosecution— At no stage it shifts to the accused — Accused is to explain or
controvert it only when this burden is discharged by prosecution. Before
coming to the evidence which has been brought on record, we may first
state that is is well established that the onus of proving all the ingredients
of an offence is always upon the prosecution and at no stage the same
shifts to the accused. It is only when this burden is discharged that it will
be for the accused to explain or controvert the essential elements in the
prosecution case which would negative. It is not for the accused at the
initial stage to prove something which was to be eliminated by the
prosecution to establish the ingredients of the offence with which the
accused is charged, and even where the onus shifts upon the accused and
the accused has to establish his plea, like the plea of self defence, the
standard of proof is not the same as that which rests upon the prosecution.
The standard of proof which the accused may discharg in support of his
plea in defence is not the same which the prosecution is required to adhere
and once the probability of the accused's plea is established he is entitled
to the benefit of doubt.
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AT § THR 1T foedt Jebieft =T | e | ot o1 Favel! 2

Ram Manohar and others Vs. State of U.P. — Criminal Appeal 2109 of
1980 September 27, 1999 (Allahabad High Court)-Criminal Trial-The
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prosecution story has been reconstructed and evidence has been attempted
to be tailored— Prosecution evidence does not stand a close scrutiny—
Therefore, accused are entitled to be benefit of doubt. Touching the
different aspects of the case in the light of the judicious evaluation of the
evidence on record, we are of the opinion that the prosecution story has
been reconstructed and the evidence has been attempted to be tailored
accordingly. But several unpatchable holes are visible and the evidence of
the prosecution does not stand a close scrutiny. The ocular version also as
discussed hereinabove. For the reasons contained in the discussion made
hereinabove, we finally reach the conclusion that the prosecution case
against the accused are entitled to the benefit of doubt.

Muneshwar Singh Vs. State OF U.P.— Reference No. 9 of 1999 and
Cr. A. No. 1798 of 1999 May 10, 2000 (Allahabad High Court) Criminal
Law— Jurisprudence— Settled law— Prosecution has to prove the guilt of
accused beyond all reasonable doubt— Any number of culprits may go scot
free but a single innocent person should not be punished. The well settled
law of criminal jurisprudence is that it is for the prosecution to prove the
guilt of the accused beyond all reasonable doubt. The criminal
jurisprudence follows the eternal principle that any number of culprits may
go scot— free but not a single innocent person should be punished. The
present case against the accused seems to be largely built on suspicion
only. There fore, On over all consideration of the Evidence and
Circumstances accused entiled to benefit of doubt.

Sitaram Seth and others Vs. State of U.P. [2014 (85) ACC 182] -
Criminal Appeal 2758 of 1985, March 11, 2014 (Allahabad High Court)
Burden of prosecution— Never shifts— No good reason advanced by the
deceased in support of his plea of false implication— Cannot be a ground to
hold him guilty— Burden always on the prosecution to establish it's case by
adducing natural and reliable evidence.— For the aforesaid reasons we are
of the view that the prosecution has been unable to produce cogent and
reliable evidence for establishing the complicity of the crime.

Banne alias Baijnath and others Vs. State — Criminal Appeal 1358 of
1980, February, 2000, (Allahabad High Court) Well established principle —
Onus of proving all the ingredients of an offence— Is always upon the
prosecution— At no stage it shifts to the accused — Accused is to explain or
controvert it only when this burden is discharged by prosecution. Before
coming to the evidence which has been brought on record, we may first
state that is is well established that the onus of proving all the ingredients
of an offence is always upon the prosecution and at no stage the same
shifts to the accused. It is only when this burden is discharged that it will
be for the accused to explain or controvert the essential elements in the
prosecution case which would negative. It is not for the accused at the
initial stage to prove something which was to be eliminated by the
prosecution to establish the ingredients of the offence with which the
accused is charged, and even where the onus shifts upon the accused and
the accused has to establish his plea, like the plea of self defence, the
standard of proof is not the same as that which rests upon the prosecution.
The standard of proof which the accused may discharg in support of his
plea in defence is not the same which the prosecution is required to adhere
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and once the probability of the accused's plea is established he is entitled
to the benefit of doubt.
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