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DISTRICT: KAMRUP 

 

IN THE COURT OF SPECIAL JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE, ASSAM, GUWAHATI  

 

 

     C.R. Case No.3403/2009 

                  Under Section 409/468/471/477-A of I.P.C  

           

                              CBI  

        

           –Vs–  

                          Sri Digish Chandra Barman 

 

               .....   .......... Accused.  

 

PRESENT : Gautam Daimari, LL.M, AJS 

Special Judicial Magistrate, Assam, Guwahati.    

APPEARANCE: 

For the State: Ld. .P.P.  Shri Niraj Kumar  

For the Defence:   Ld. Counsels, N.D. Sharma & A.K. Sharma 

Date of evidence:4/11/15,1/12/15,5/1/16,16/12/16,17/2/16,2/8/16,2/11/17 

Date of Argument: 05/02/2018, 19/02/2018, 05/03/2018 

Date of Judgment: 21/03/2018 

 

    

                      J-U-D-G-M-E-N-T 

 

1. The prosecution case in brief is that on dated 19/12/2008 one Atul Bora, Sr. 

Superintendent of Post, Cachar Division, Silchar lodged an FIR stating 

interalia that during the past work verification of Shri Digish Chandra Barman, 

Sub-Postmaster, Lakhipur Sub-Post Office by Shri A.J. Paul, Assistant 

Superintendent of Post Office, Silchar, North Sub-Division he has detected 

some anomalies in Lakhipur Sub-Post Office SB A/C No. 5007675. On being 

tallied the Sub-Post Office ledger of Lakhipur  Sub-Post Office with the Head 

Post Office ledger he had found difference between Head-Post Office ledger 

and Sub-Post Office ledger by Rs. 40,000/-. A sum of Rs. 40,000/- was shown 

to have withdrawn in the List of Transactions(LOT) dated 15/03/2007 and 

head office ledger but the same was not found entered in the Sub-Post Office 

saving pass book, Long Book and the Ledger maintained in the Lakhipur Sub-

Post Office and hence this case.     



2 
 

2. On the basis of this information R.C. Case No. 11(A)/2008-SHG U/s. 

409/467/471/477-A of IPC R/W Section 13 of PC Act was registered. During 

investigation witnesses were examined and a large number of relevant 

documents were seized and some of which were sent to Forensic Science 

Laboratory for examination to ascertain its authorship.  Subsequently after 

completion of investigation the charge sheet was filed against accused Digish 

Chandra Barman u/s 409/468/471/477-A of IPC and the case was made over 

to this court for trial.  

3. On receipt of charge sheet along with relevant documents cognizance was 

taken and on appearance of the accused the copies were served upon him 

and after hearing the Ld. Special P.P. and the Ld. defence advocate the 

charge was framed against accused Digish Chandra Barman U/s. 

409/468/471/477-A of IPC to which he pleaded not guilty and claimed to be 

tried. In order to prove the case against the accused, the prosecution has 

examined altogether 10 witnesses. At the conclusion of the prosecution 

evidence during recording of statement of defence u/s 313 of the Cr.P.C. 

entire incriminating materials in the evidence was brought to the notice of the 

accused person to which he denied the accusation and further declined to 

adduce defence evidence.   

4. I have heard the arguments advanced by both the sides. The case record is 

also perused along with the depositions on record. Accordingly, the moot 

point for decision of the case is framed as bellow- 

(i) Whether on 15/03/2008 accused Digish Chandra Barman, Sub-Post 

Office Master, Lakhipur, Cachar, committed breach of Trust in 

respect of Rs. 40,000/- which was entrusted to him and thereby 

committed an offence? 

(ii) Whether on the same date accused Digish Chanda Barman forged 

certain documents like List Of Transaction etc.  intending that it 

shall be used for the purpose of cheating and thereby committed an 

offence? 

(iii) Whether on the same date accused Digish Chanda Barman  

fraudulently used as genuine a certain document viz. withdrawal 

slip which he knew it to be forged document and thereby committed 

an offence? 
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(iv) Whether on the same date accused Digish Chanda Barman  willfully 

with intention to defraud, altered or falsified some of the documents 

like List of Transaction and thereby committed an offence? 

 

       DISCUSSION on EVIDENCE, DECISION and REASONS THEREOF 

 

To arrive at a definite conclusion on the above point, the evidence 

adduced have been carefully gone through. 

5. P.W.1, Tapas Chakravarty stated that he was posted as Asst. Supdt. Of 

Post (HQ) Cachar from 15.1.09 to 5.10.10. He stated that, Some document 

related to fraudulent withdrawal from Lakhipur Sub P.O were already 

available in the fraud branch of Cachar Division. CBI Inspector, Raja 

Chatterjee had contacted their office regarding some documents which were 

required by the CBI for the purpose of investigation. Then he had handed 

over those documents to CBI Inspector, Raja Chatterjee.  Ajay Barman, the 

custodian of fraud division had handed over the documents to him and then 

he in turned handed over the same to CBI inspector. He was entitled for 

handing over the same. The seizure memo vide which he had handed over 

the documents to CBI is Ext.1. Through Ext.1 he has handed over 11 

documents to CBI. Ext.1 (1) was his signature. Ext.2 is the Production cum 

seizure memo dated 19.02.09 through which he had submitted one document 

to CBI where in  Ext.2(1) is his signature.  Ext.3 was the verification report 

(under objection as the same is carbon copy) which was handed over to CBI 

by him. Ext.3 was prepared by Asst. Supdt. Of Post, Silchar, North sub-

division and that office will be having the original in custody. Ext.4 is the 

opening form of savings bank a/c no-5007675 Lakhipur sub P.O for Rs. 

5000/- dated 8.5.2000. This Ext.4 is in two pages. Ext.5 is the Ledger of 

savings bank (SB) no.5007675 Lakhipur sub div. in the name of Ajit Ranjan 

Dey and the same was handed over to CBI by him. Ext.6 is the H.O ledger of 



4 
 

savings bank a/c no-5007675 of lakhipur P.O which was handed over by him 

to CBI.  Ext.7 is the withdrawal form / payment order of SB a/c no-5007675 

of Rs. 40,000/- by Ajit Ch Dey which was handed over to CBI by him. Ext.8 is 

the savings a/c pass book of a/c no-5007675 which was handed over to CBI.  

Ext.9 is the hand written statement of Ajit Ranjan Dey dated 24.09.08 

regarding non-withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from SB A/c no-5007675, was 

handed over to CBI by him. Ext.10 is the hand written statement of Banik 

Ranjan Barman dated 24.09.08 which was handed over to CBI by him. Ext.11 

is the extract of specimen signature slip of Ajit Ranjan Dey taken from 

specimen signature book of Lakhipur sub P.O of SB a/c 5007675 and was 

handed over to CBI by him. 

During cross examination, he stated that in the year 2007, he was 

posted at Halflong. Till date from his joining into service, he has never 

worked in Lakhipur P.O.  He has never worked with accused D.C Barman. 

Ext.1 is related to sub-post office. The exhibited documents were obtained by 

him through Fraud Branch. The head of P.O at Silchar Branch had authorized 

him to handover the documents to CBI. But that day he has not seen the 

same. The requisition letter from CBI was not addressed to him. He doesn’t 

have any personal knowledge of Ext.3 and he has not seen the original copy 

of Ext.3 before handing over. He doesn’t know the handwriting appearing in 

Ext.4 and  So, he cannot say who had scribed the same. He does not 

recognize the signature appearing in Ext.5 since Ext.5 was not under his 

custody. He doesn’t know who has written Ext.7. Ext.7 was not prepared in 

his presence. The signature appearing in Ext.11 was taken on the date of a/c 

opening itself. He has seen the specimen signature book that day and 
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without going through the same he could not say if Ext.11 was an extract 

copy of the same. 

6. P.W.2,  Ajay Barman stated that he was working as a Postal Assistant at 

Senior  Superintendent of Post Office, Silchar in 2007. His duty was to 

maintain files relating to frauds by the Postal staff under Cachar Division. 

Therefore, the files and documents of fraud committed by D.C Barman were 

handled by him. The related documents were received from Lakhipur sub- 

post office and also from Head Office, Silchar. He handed over ( as per 

information of Sr. Supdt. of Post) the documents to Tapas Chakravarty. He 

was posted as Asstt. Supdt. of P.O.(HQ). The documents, Ext.3 to 11 were 

handed over to Tapas Chakraborty by him. Besides that Ext.12 which was 

sub- office a/c was also handed over to Shri Tapas Chakrabarty by him. 

Ext.13 is the original complaint letter written by Lt. Atul Bora and Ext 13(1) is 

his signature, which he can identify. (Inadvertently two nos. of documents 

are exhibited against the Ext.13 and so this exhibit may be treated as 

Ext.29.) 

During his service tenure he was never posted at Lakhipur and he has 

never worked with Digish Barman. He has not submitted any authority letter 

or documents relating to dealing of fraud by him. In a suggestion put to him 

he denied that has never entrusted with fraud department. There is no 

document to show that he had authority to hand over the documents to 

Tapas Chakravarty. He is not the one who had received the documents (Ext.1 

to 13) of Lakhipur Branch and  on that day he has not produced any 

documents to show who has received those documents. He has no personal 

knowledge of Ext.1 to 13.  
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7. P.W.3, Kripamoy Nath  stated that he has started working in the office of 

Senior Supdt. of Post Cachar Div. Silchar from 2009. He has joined in Building 

Branch, at first, and then worked as Postal Assistant at Staff- A Branch. He 

was maintaining personal files related to transfer, posting, leave and other 

matters of staff. The personal file of accused D.C Barman was dealt in staff-A 

Branch. Ext.14 is the certified copy of personal file of Sri D.C Barman and 

from Ext.14, he could say that Mr D.C.Barman was posted at Lakhipur P.O on 

15.3.2007 and further the accused D.C Barman was not on leave 15.3.07 as 

per Ext.14.  

During cross-examination, he stated that in 2007, he was posted at 

Cachar Branch sub- Division. He does not remember to whom the original 

was handed over. But he knows that it was handed over to CBI. He had not 

seen the Attendance register maintained in Lakhipur. He doesn’t know who 

was maintaining Ext.14 at that relevant time. Ext.14 contains serial number of 

120 pages. But there was no certificate pertaining the same. There was no 

note sheet containing that he was maintaining Ext.14. 

8. P.W.4, Subendu Kr. Dey stated that he was working as Senior Post 

Master, Silchar Head Office for the period from 21.3.2009 to 24.3.2009.CBI 

has contacted him regarding some documents. He has handed over few 

documents to CBI.  After handing over the documents a seizure memo was 

prepared by CBI.  This seizure memo is Ext.15 which was prepared on 

24.3.09 at the office of Sr. Post Master, Silchar HPO, Cachar. Ext.15(1) is his 

signature. Ext.16(1) to 16(6) are the withdrawal forms, S.B. 7 of Lakhipur 

HPO dated 14.3.07 and 15.3.07 which were handed over to CBI by him. 
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During cross-examination, he stated that that day he has not seen the 

requisition which was sent to him asking the documents. The requisition was 

addressed to Sr. Post Master.  Assistant Post Master of withdrawal branch is 

the custodian of withdrawal form.  In Ext.15, he has seen the signature of 

Asst Post Master. Ext 16(1) to 16(6) are withdrawal form of different 

accounts and persons. That day he has not seen the transaction list. 

Specifically without seeing transaction list, he cannot say whether the 

Ext.16(1) to 16(6) were from sub- P.O. During his service tenure, he has not 

worked with the accused. The accounts of sub- P.O was maintained by H.P.O. 

All the financial transactions were monitored and supervised by H.P.O. The 

head post master used to supervise the accounts on daily basis. All kinds of 

transactions were sent to H.P.O through runners / peon etc. Sub- account 

clerk receives documents from S.P.O. They maintain accounts for every 

transaction. They prepare the account on the basis of transaction list. It is not 

a fact that Ext.16(1) to 16(6) were not produced from S.H.O. 

9. P.W.5, Ajit Ranjan Dey stated that he was a school teacher at Jogai 

Mathura High School, Cachar and retired on 31.12.04. He had a savings 

account at Lakhipur P.O in the year 2000. He has done all kinds of formalities 

at the time of opening of his saving Bank Account. At the time of opening his 

account he has deposited Rs. 6000/-. Ext.4 is the saving account opening 

form pertaining to his S.B. a/c no-5007675 which he submitted in Lakhipur 

Sub Post Office. In the Ext.4 his name and address were filled up by him in 

his own handwriting. At the back side of Ext.4, he has put his specimen 

signatures which are Ext.4(2). Alongwith this Ext.4, he had also filled up a 

cash deposit form for Rs. 5000/- and Ext.4(1) is the said form and Ext.4(3) is 

his signature. 
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After opening his S.B. a/c, he was given a pass book by the P.O. This 

passbook is Ext.8 and belongs to his SB a/c no-5007675. He has never 

withdrawn money from his SB a/c no-5007675 at Lakhipur SPO. He has 

deposited money in his a/c from time to time. 

Ext.7 which is a withdrawal form dated 15.3.07 regarding withdrawal 

of Rs. 40,000/- from his a/c 5007675 of Lakhipur SPO was not filled up by 

him and the handwriting appearing in Ext.7 or the signature were not put by 

him. 

Ext.9 is the verification report regarding the fact that he has not 

withdrawn Rs 40,000/- from his a/c no-5007675 on 15.3.07. Ext.9(1) is his 

signature. (Note:  the witness deposed that at the time of putting his 

signature in Ext.9, his hand was fractured). Ext.11 is the extract of specimen 

signature of him and Ext.11(1) is his signature. 

During cross-examination he stated that the content of Ext.9 was 

written by Banik Ranjan Dey. Ext.9 is not addressed to anyone. At that time 

he did not know that Ext.9 would be used by CBI. He does not remember 

when he put his signature in Ext.11. He has not incurred any loss from his 

a/c. He has deposited the withdrawal and cash deposit form to cash counter 

for seal and signature. The counter folio was returned to him. The form 

alongwith passbook was deposited to Postal Assistant. When he came to 

know about fraudulent withdrawal, he has not lodged any complaint to police 

or department.  
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10.  P.W.6, Arun Jyoti Pal stated that he was appointed at Dept. of Post, 

Govt. of India and retired as Deputy Director, Postal Training Centre Ghy on 

30.4.2012. On 2009, He was posted as Asstt. Supdt. Of Post, North Sub- 

division, Silchar. At Silchar officer on 30.6.05 at the same capacity. 

His duty was to carry out inspection of offices, verification of SB a/c, 

R.D a/c and enquire into complaint case and also to carry out Departmental 

enquires etc.. In the year 2007 during inspection, he detected KVP fraud in 

Lakhipur sub post office committed by Sri Digish Ch. Barman, the then sub-

post master, Lakhipur sub office.  During the year 2007 when he inspected 

Lakhipur sub-P.O, he checked the sales credits of KVP’s for 5 dates as a part 

of general inspection. Then he found that the value of old KVP at that time 

were not credited into sub-office a/c by  the then sub post master 

D.C.Barman. Then he reported the matter to Senior Division of Post, Cachar 

Division, Silchar to place D.C Barman under suspension.  Then he started 

verification of all types of accounts such as SB/RD/MIS/NSC/KVP’s standing in 

Lakhipur SPO.  More frauds were detected in respect of KVPs and during 

verification of SB a/c of Lakhipur SPO in connection of a/c no of Ajit Ranjan 

Dey, sum of Rs 40,000/- were found fraudulently withdrawn from his a/c. He 

reported the matter to Senior Supdt . of Post, Cachar division, Silchar. During 

verification he tallied the balance in the passbook of Ajit Ranjan Dey with the 

balance in sub-office ledger of Lakhipur SPO. But when he verified the 

balance with the ledger of Silchar Head Office, found the balance amount 

different.  A sum of Rs 40,000/- was found to have withdrawn on 15.3.07. 

The verification report submitted by him to Sr. Supdt of Post, Cachar Div. is 

Ext.3, which is in 2 pages and Ext.3(1) is his signature in his capacity as 

Asstt. Supdt. of Post.  
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During verification he checked S.B. a/c no-5007675 in the name of 

Ajit Ranjan Dey. He submitted report on 15.10.08. He submitted (1) original 

passbook for a/c no-5007675 (2) Ledger copy of Lakhipur SPO in respect of 

S.B a/c no-5007675. (3) Long book of Lakhipur sub. Office for the period 

from 1.7.05 to 23.6.07. (4) Copy of list of transactions dated 15.3.07 of 

Lakhipur S.O. (5) Written statement of Sri Banik Ranjan Barman. (6) Written 

statement of Sri Ajit Ranjan Dey, depositor of a/c no-5007675. 

Ext.5 is the ledger copy of Lakhipur SPO w.e.f 8.5.2000 showing initial 

deposit as Rs. 5,000/-. Ext.7 is the withdrawal form pertaining to a/c no-

5007675 dated 15.3.07 in the name of Ajit Ranjan Dey. This withdrawal form 

was submitted for withdrawing Rs 40,000/- and as per want of payment Rs. 

40,000/- was withdrawn. 

Ext.6 is the Head office S.B ledger and as per Ext.6 the ledger is 

maintained individually against each S.B a/c and Ext.6 belongs to Ajit Ranjan 

Dey. As per Ext.6 the opening balance is showing carry forward from other 

pages but same is not produced that day and closing amount is Rs. 

20,470.10/- 

The financial year ending balance is Rs 46,639.10/-. Ext.12 is the sub 

office a/c of Lakhipur SPO from June 2006 to May 2007. At page no-20 of this 

SB a/c book on 15.3.07 sum of Rs 49,890/- is shown as S.B withdrawal. The 

S.B deposit shown as Rs. 1700/- 

Ext.13 is the long book of Lakhipur SPO for a period from 1.7.05 to 

23.6.07. As against a/c-5007675, no transaction was found against Ajit 

Ranjan Dey on 15.3.07.  In the passbook also there is no entry regarding 

withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- against a/c of Ajit Ranjan Dey, which is Ext.8. 
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Ext.9 is the written statement which he has submitted to Sr. Supdt of 

Post and same was attested by him. Ext.9(2) is his signature in his capacity 

as Asstt Supdt of Post. 

During cross-examination he stated that in the year 2007 he was 

holding the post of Asstt.  Supdt.  of Post, Silcar, Ext.3 is a carbon copy. That 

day he has not seen the original of Ext.3. He has submitted the carbon copy 

to the Sr. Supdt. of Post, Silchar and the original is still lying in the Head 

Office.  There was no endorsement of Sr. Supdt. of Post in Ext.3 as 

acknowledgment of receipt of report. That day he has not seen the copy of 

order directing him to make the enquiry but it falls under his official duty. 

That day he has seen the report submitted by him to the Sr. Supdt. of Post, 

Silchar to show the annual inspection report of the year 2007. There was no 

document to show that he has made a requisition to produce the enlisted 

documents of Ext.3. It is not a fact that he has not verified any record. 

Ext.4,4(1),5,5(1),7,6,8,9,10,11 were not signed from him. He was not 

witnessed to the seizure as well. Ext.6 was maintained by Sub Office S.B 

Postal Assistant. Ext.6 is attested but no certificate is attached. 

Ext.9 is not addressed to any person. Ext.9 does not reflect any 

requisition number as well. There was no endorsement appearing in Ext.9.  

But he has submitted alongwith his verification report. It is not a fact that he 

has not submitted the report. In Ext.10 there is no certificate of attestation of 

him although he has mentioned the same as supplied in Ext.3. 

The Head office maintains an Error Book and when any anomaly is 

appeared the concerned P.O intimates the same and later same is entered 

into Error Book. 
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The longbook is to be maintained by Sub Post Master.  In Ext.13 the 

long book bears signatures of Sub Post Master and Postal Assistant. Later on, 

he said the longbook was maintained by Postal Assistant and he has stated 

the same to I/O. The same bears initials of Postal Assistant and signatures of 

Sub Post Master. In Ext.13(2) the SL  no.9 was entered by pasting a piece of 

paper. In Ext.12 and 13, he has not made acknowledgment through 

endorsement. It is not a fact that he has verified the documents or submitted 

any documents for verification.  

11.  P.W.7,-Banik Ranjan Barman stated that he was working in the post of 

Sub- Post Master at Dewan P.O at Cachar Dist. At Lakhipur P.O. he was 

posted as postal Asstt. from 2005 to 2007. At that time, Mr. D.C.Barman, the 

accused was holding the post of S.P.M. He could identify the accused that 

day. He worked at the counter of Sub- Post Office.  His duty was to issue 

register, savings Bank a/c deposit and withdrawal etc.. After receiving 

withdrawal forms from any savings a/c, he would make entry in the 

passbook, thereafter he makes entry in the long book and then in ledger.  

Then the seal impression was put in the passbook and if the amount 

exceeded Rs.5000/- the approval of Sub-Post Master was required. He used 

to put his initials in the corner in the token of entries made. After approval of 

the Sub-Post- Master the cash was handed over to the depositor. Without the 

passbook, no withdrawal could be made. As postal Asstt, he would prepare 

list of transaction (LOT) at the end of the day.  These are prepared every day 

after the days transaction are complete.  The column format, in list of 

transaction is made in following manner- the first column was of serial no, 

second column a/c no., deposit column and withdrawal column. The ledger 



13 
 

was maintained in the Sub Post Master office separately for every a/c 

showing all Debits and Credits to the a/c date wise. 

Ext.5 is the ledger belonging to a/c no-5007675 in the name of Ajit 

Ranjan Dey.  This Ext.5 was maintained from 8.5.2000 to 20.6.2008. The said 

Ext.5 includes the transactions made during that period. This ledger was 

maintained at Page 15 of the Ledger Book, the said page is Ext.05. 

This Ext.5 contains his signatures in the column named signature of 

S.B clerk. In the said column he had put his signatures in each dates except 

11.03.06, because on that date, the initials was put by accused. 

He used to put his signatures/ initials after completion of transaction 

in token of having entered and checked in the ledger. In Ext.5 there is no 

mention of withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- on 15.3.07. The passbook of each a/c 

contains details of debit and credit transaction. After preparation of the same 

it was given to the a/c holder. 

Ext.8 is a passbook in the name of Ajit Ranjan Dey. The said passbook 

does not contain any entry of date 15.3.07. This passbook was for the a/c 

no-5007675(Ext.8) 

He identifies his signature on the passbook, which he put as token of 

having made the entry. This Ext.8 contains the date stamps. After the entry 

was made, same is to be returned to the depositor. 

Similarly, list of transactions are also prepared in the post office at the 

end of the day, giving details of Debit and Credit entry, giving details of 

transaction carried on that day. They used to write the total number of 

amount in words as well as figures. The list of transaction was prepared by 



14 
 

him. After completing the entry, the list of transactions was tagged with the 

long book and placed before Sub Post Master for being forwarded to Head 

Post Office under his signature and seal. Only the list of transactions was 

forwarded to Head Post Office and long book was kept with them. 

LOT(list of transactions) dated 15.3.07 had been prepared for only 9 

transactions, but the transactions in saving a/c no-5007675 was added later 

on showing the withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from the aforesaid a/c. The LOT 

contains overwriting in the column for serial numbers. The transaction for 

withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from a/c no-5007675 was given at serial no-1 and 

then all the subsequent numbers were altered. This way the previous serial 

no.1 was overwritten by 2, the serial no.2 was overwritten as 3, likewise up 

to serial no.9 which was overwritten as 10. The LOT was exhibited as 

Ext.5(1). The total of deposits in this LOT which is Ext.5(1) was 3 and 

withdrawals total was 6 in numbers. In this way, the total number of 

transaction is 9. The over writings were done through red ink as well as blue 

ink. He had also written the total of deposits and withdrawals in words. He 

had also written the number of transactions i.e, the deposits 3 with circle 

around it and similarly withdrawal 6, with circle around it. The total numbers 

of withdrawals would be 6 only if the withdrawal for Rs 40,000/- is not taken 

into a/c. Apparently this 40,000/- figure was inserted at later stage with over 

writing. He has not made the entries related to saving a/c no-5007675 

showing withdrawal of Rs 40,000/-. The total of withdrawals that he had 

returned were for Rs 9890 only and that Rs 40,000/- figure was added later 

by overwriting making the total Rs.49,890/-. 

He also stated that he had not written the words 40 in the total of 

withdrawal as encircled 6. He had only written Rs. 9,890/- and the words 
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forty was added later. Payment order dated 15.3.07 which is Ext.7 for a/c no-

5007675 for withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- bears the seal and stamp of Lakhipur 

Sub Post Office with signature of the Sub Post Master on the same date.  

Normally whenever any such slip is handled by him, he used to put his 

signature on the bottom left corner of the slip. But on perusal of Ext.7 for 

withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from a/c 5007675 does not contain his signature. 

Therefore, it was clear that the same was not handled/ processed by him and 

no such amount was withdrawn by the a/c holder. This withdrawal slip was 

not presented to him on 15.3.07 on which date he was working as Postal 

Assistant at Lakhipur Sud Post Office. 

The written statement of Ajit Ranjan Dey dated 24.9.08 says that Ajit 

Ranjan Dey had denied submitting any withdrawal form dated 15.3.07 

obtained during inquiry and witnessed by him. He indentified his handwriting 

and signatures vide Ext.9. 

His written statement dated 24.9.08 which is Ext.10 was prepared at 

the time of inquiry regarding withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from Lakhipur Post 

office on 15.3.07. In that statement, he has clarified that the withdrawal of 

Rs 40,000/- from a/c no-7675 on15.3.07 was not processed by him. He also 

indentified his signature which is Ext.10(1) 

Ext.13 is the longbook of Lakhipur Sub Post office which contain date 

wise details of all saving transactions of Sub Post Office w.e.f 1.7.2005 to 

23.6.07. The entries were made by first writing the a/c no. and the amount 

deposit or withdrawal against it. The total number of deposits are written at 

the bottom separately. 
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As per the long book entry date 15.3.07, there was no entry showing 

withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from SB a/c no-5007675. This entry dated 15.307 

was Ext.13(1) and Ext.13(2) was his signature. The total depositions has 

been calculated as 1700/- and total withdrawal were calculated as Rs 9890/-. 

Thus totaling 3+6=9 transactions. 

He has prepared 6 numbers of withdrawal slips at Lakhipur SPO on 

15.3.07 which are Ext.16(1) for Rs. 40/- Ext.16(2) for Rs 4700/-, Ext.16(3) 

for Rs 900/-, Ext.16(4) for Rs.1290/-, Ext.16(5) for Rs 1500/- and Ext.16(6) 

for Rs 1460/-. All the withdrawal slips except at serial no-5 for Rs.1500/- 

were forwarded from Talungram Post office under Lakhipur SPO. However, 

withdraw for Rs. 1500/- at serial no-5 which is Ext.5 was prepared at 

Lakhipur SPO. Ext.16(7) is his signature at the bottom of the aforesaid slip 

which was issued from their branch and was prepared by him. 

He could identify the signature of Sri D.C Barman as appended by 

them at the sub office a/c which is Ext.12 because he had worked with him. 

During cross-examination he stated that Ext.10 is not addressed to 

anyone. He has handed over the Ext.10 to Asstt Supdt. of Post. He did not 

get any official requisition for submitting Ext.10. When Ext.10 was seized by 

CBI, he had no idea. The entries in Ext.5 & 5(1) were made by him in his 

handwriting. 

All the transactions of sub- P.O were monitored by Head P.O. For the 

supervision, all the transactions are required to be sent to Head P.O by 

Railway mail Service(RMS). These are made by out sourcing as well. The 

Head office used to monitor and supervise their P.O. In the head office the 

documents of sub- P.O were received by mail branch and they refer them to 
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sub-document Branch for verification. If any anomalies are found in the 

documents those were to be verified by concerned sub- P.O. 

On 19.12.08, he was posted as SPO, Lakhipur. During 2008. Ajit 

Ranjan Dey did not make any complaint before them. On the back side of 

Ext.5 and Ext.5(1) there is no signature of any officials who were to verify 

and supervise the documents. It is not a fact that those documents were not 

prepared in their office. At that relevant point, including him, D.C.Barman, 3 

more persons were employed. The a/c book was prepared by SPM and filed 

by Extra-Departmental. Extra-Departmental used to put seals in the letter, 

used to tie and open up bags etc.. 

12.  P.W.8, Kantimoy Nath stated that he has sought voluntary retirement 

from Department of Post. During his service, a CBI officials had visited their 

office of Sr. Supdt. P.O, Cachar Division, Silchar pertaining to some 

documents. At that time he was working as Asst Supdt.. He has handed over 

few documents to CBI officer. Ext. 17 is the seizure memo dated 13.7.09 

through which he has handed over the documents to CBI. Ext.17(1) is his 

signature as Asstt.  Supdt of Post. He has handed over three numbers of 

documents to CBI. A copy of this seizure memo was given to him and he had 

put his signatures after receiving the copy vide Ext.17(2) 

Ext.18 which is the SB deposit form 103 dated 15.3.07 in respect of 

Lakhipur S.B a/c no-5007884 for deposit of Rs.1000/- was handed over to 

CBI. Similarly Ext.19 is also a deposit form 103 dated 14.3.07 in respect of 

Tolengram Branch office under Lakhipur S.O, SB a/c no5008182 for deposit 

of Rs.200/- was handed over to CBI. 
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Further Ext.20 is also a SB deposit form no 103 dated 15.3.07 in 

respect of Lakhipur S.B a/c no-5008301 for deposit of Rs. 500/- was handed 

over to CBI. 

During cross-examination he stated that  CBI has sent them 

requisition seeking documents, but that day he has not seen the said 

requisition. He was given authority to handover those documents, but that 

day he has not produced the same. He did not have personal knowledge 

about that instant case. 

13.  P.W.9, Inspector Rajat Chatterjee stated that, he was entrusted with 

the investigation of this case on 26.12.08. This case was registered under the 

complaint of Mr Atul Bora, Senior Superintendent of Post, Silchar. Ext.21 is 

the FIR dated 26.12.08(in 6 sheets). This FIR bears the signature of Sri 

H.Nongphu, the then Supdt of Police, CBI, SCB Shillong. Ext.21(1), 21(2) & 

21(3) are his signatures, which he can identify. 

He was the Investigating Officer of this case since very beginning. 

After registration of the case, he collected documents from post offices, 

Shillong and also recorded statements of relevant witnesses. During 

investigation it was found that accused D.C.Barman had fraudulently 

withdrawn an amount of Rs.40,000/- from the saving a/c of Ajit Ranjan Dey 

bearing savings a/c 5007675, which was maintained in the office where 

accused was working as Sub Post Master. 

During investigation Ajit Ranjan Dey denied withdrawing of amount of 

Rs. 40,000/-on 15.3.07. Similarly, Banik Barman who was a Postal Asst in the 

said department had also denied that , he had made any entries in the record 

of Post Office, showing withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from the a/c of Ajit Dey. 
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He has also examined Arun Jyoti Paul, who had enquired the matter 

of withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- from the a/c of Ajit Dey on behalf of Postal 

Dept. and submitted his enquiry report in that regard. During his enquiry also 

he had obtained written statement from Ajit Dey, the a/c holder, in which he 

denied to have withdrawn an amount of Rs 40,000/- from his savings a/c and 

also Banik Barman  denied to have made any entry in respect of withdrawal 

of Rs 40,000/- dated 15.3.07 in the record of the Post office i.e list of 

transactions and SB-1 a/c form. 

He has obtained all the records from the above named persons and 

also from the department. He has also forwarded the admitted writing of Ajit 

Dey and withdrawal slip dated 15.3.07 showing withdrawal of Rs 40,000/- to 

GEQD, Kolkata for opinion. Ext.22 is the forwarding letter written to GEQD 

alongwith annexures A,B,C. Ext.22(1) is his signature whereas Ext.22(2) is 

the signature of Mr Nongphu. The GEQD vide its report dated 3.8.09 had 

opined that the signatures on the withdrawal slip dated 15.3.07 had not been 

made by the a/c holder, Ajit Ranjan Dey. Ext.23 is the GEQD report, which is 

in 3 pages.  

He had also made a request to Sr. Supdt. of Post, Cachar Division, 

Silchar which is Ext.24, praying him to supply details of all the withdrawal and 

deposit slips for dated 15.3.07. These deposit slips and withdrawal slips were 

received later on. Ext.24(1) is his signature. 

Ext.17(3) is the signature of Ashok Kr Singh, Inspector, SCB, Shillong, 

which he can identify. Vide Ext.17 he had seized some documents from Sr. 

Supdt. of Post, Silchar, Cachar Division. Ext.13 is the complaint dated 

19.12.08 of Sri Atul Bora, the then Supdt. of Post, Cachar Division, Silchar 
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alleging fraudulent withdrawal of Rs. 40,000/-by accused D.C Barman. Ext.13 

was addressed to the then S.P, SCB, CBI, Shillong. In this complaint it was 

further mentioned that an enquiry was conducted by Sri A.J.Paul, Asst. Supdt. 

of Police in which the allegation of fraudulent withdrawal had been found 

substantiated. Ext.13(1) is the signature of Atul Bora, which he can identify. 

(Inadvertently two nos. of documents are exhibited against the Ext.13 and so 

this exhibit may be treated as Ext.29.) 

Ext.25 is the letter dated 7.1.09 requesting Sr. Supdt. of Police, 

Cachar Div, Silchar for forwarding relevant documents in this case. Ext.25(1) 

is the signature of the then Addl. S.P Sri T.Das, CBI, SCB, Shillong. 

Ext.1 is the production cum seizure memo dated 17.2.09 in which 

relevant documents were seized from Tapash Chakravarty, Asst. Supdt. of 

Post, HQ Cachar div, Silchar. Ext.1(ii) is his signature. 

Ext.2 is the production cum seizure memo dated 19.2.09, Ext.2(2) is 

his signature. 

Ext.7 is the withdrawal slip dated 15.3.07 vide which an amount of Rs 

40,000/- has been withdrawn from the a/c no-5007675 by forging the 

signature of Ajit Ranjan Dey. 

Ext.26 is the letter dated 20.3.09 issued by S.P, CBI,SCB, Shillong to 

Sr. Supdt. of Post, Cachar Div, Silchar requesting to furnish documents 

relating to this case. Ext.26(1) is the signature of S.P. Sri H.Nongphu. 

Ext.15 is the production cum seizure memo dated 24.3.09. Ext.15(2) 

is his signature. 
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As per Ext.12, entries on 15.3.07 do not reveal withdrawal of Rs 

40,000/- from Lakhipur sub Post office vide SB a/c no-5007675. After 

completion of the investigation the allegations of fraudulent withdrawal of Rs 

40,000/- from savings a/c no-5007675 of Ajit Ranjan Dey was found 

substantiated and charge sheet u/s- 409/468/471/477 IPC was filed in the 

court on 20.08.09. Ext.27 is the chargesheet in 5 sheets. Ext.27(1) is his 

signature. Ext.27(2) is the signature of Mr H.Nongphu, the then DIG, 

SCB,CBI,Shillong. The list of documents and witnesses were also annexed 

with the Chargesheet. 

Vide Ext.28, this Chargesheet was forwarded by Sri H.Nongphu, the 

then DIG,CBI to the CJM, Guwahati, Assam on 20.8.08. 

During cross-examination he stated that  he was not aware of any 

preliminary inquiry about the case. He has gone through working manual as 

same was essential. He did not remember if he made the manual as a part of 

record. It is not a fact that he has not gone through the manual. The records 

of monetary transaction of Sub P.O were sent to Head Post Office. He was 

not aware of the officials who maintained ledger of Ajit Ranjan Dey. He has 

examined the officials of P.O. It is not a fact that he has not sent any 

documents to GEQD. It is not a fact that due to his limited knowledge about 

the functioning of Posts, he had not done the investigation properly. It is not 

a fact that without going through the depth of the case he has submitted the 

chargesheet.   

14.  P.W.10, Narendra Kamen stated that at the time of examination of 

Question documents, he was posted at GEQD, Kolkata. The documents of this 

case were received in the office of Government Examiner of Questioned 
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Documents (G.E.Q.D), Kolkata vide SP,CBI, Shillong letter no-

DPSHG2009/3265/RC.SHG2008A0011 dated 17/6/09. The documents which 

were received are as follows- 

1. Questioned documents with marked Q-1 and Q2. The signature reading 

as Ajit Ranjan Dey in red encircle. 

2. Standard documents which marked as A1 to A4 signature reading as Ajit 

Ranjan Dey in blue encircle. 

The Questioned signature compared with the standard signature by 

him and Sri D.P Misra independently and came to the same opinion/report 

bearing no-DXL-102/2009, which read as in para 2.”the person who wrote 

the blue enclosed signature stamped and marked A1 to A4 did not write the 

red enclosed signature similarly, stamped and marked Q1 and Q2. This 

report/opinion has been signed by him and Sri D.P Mishra. Ext.23 to 23/1 and 

23/2 were his opinion. Ext.23/4 is his signature and Ext. 23/5 signature of 

D.P Mishra which he knew. 

After completion of examination of the documents, the opinion/report 

along with the original documents were sent back to the SP, CBI Shillong vide 

letter no-DXC-102/2009/1191 dated 3/8/09 which was sent by Sri Binod 

Kumar the then Government Examiner. 

Ext.23/1 is the letter and Ext.23/6 is the signature of Binod Kumar 

which he could identify. Ext.22 is the letter dated 17/6/2009 through which 

SP,CBI SCB,Shillong sent the questioned documents and admitted documents 

for report/opinion. 

Ext.7 is the withdrawal form dated 15/3/07 for the amount of Rs 

40,000/- pertaining to a/c no-5007675. On the reading of aforesaid 
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withdrawal form he confirmed that it contains questioned signature reading 

as Sri Ajit Ranjan Dey, which was marked as Q1 and Q2 which is red 

enclosed, which is Ext.7/1 and Ext.7/2. On perusal of Ext.4/3 he could say 

that Ext.4/4, Ext.4/2,4/3 and Ext.4/1 are the admitted signatures read as Ajit 

Ranjan Dey in blue enclosed portion. 

During cross-examination he stated that on 17/6/2009 he was posted 

at GEQD, Kolkata as Asstt GEQD. One Binod Kumar was the government 

examiner of the questioned documents at that time. This is not a fact that 

there was no any letter to the GEQD to examine the questioned documents 

by Raja Chatterjee, Inspector of CBI, ACB, Shillong. He has not mentioned 

the method of examination of the questioned documents in Ext.23/2, but 

thoroughly examined scientifically. He has not mentioned the reason of his 

opinion in Ext.23/2. He was authorized to examined the questioned 

documents by the government examiner of question document. There was no 

authorization letter seen in the court that day. 

15.  During the course of argument the ld. Special Public Prosecutor made his 

submissions that the prosecution has established that the accused has 

committed breach of trust in respect of money that was entrusted to him; 

established that the accused has forged certain documents with a view to 

cheating; established that the accused has used as genuine a forged 

document and being an officer and government servant falsified certain 

documents and accounts and so deserved befitting punishment.  

 Controverting the submissions made by the ld. Public Prosecutor, the 

ld. Defence counsel has argued, firstly, that in the case at hand the 

prosecution side failed to take prosecution sanction as mandated by section 
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197 of the Cr.P.C and so the proceeding is liable to be vitiated. Secondly, the 

money which the accused is alleged to have been misappropriated was 

neither entrusted to him nor the accused has dominion over it, rather, the 

alleged money was entrusted to the postal department. Thirdly, the 

prosecution did not send the signature of the accused for examination by 

expert. It is only the signature of Ajit Ranjan Dey which was sent for expert 

opinion, who has opined that the signatures on the withdrawal slip dated 

15.3.07 had not been made by the a/c holder, Ajit Ranjan Dey and the 

opinion so made does not prove that the signature containing in the 

withdrawal slip belonged to the accused.   

16.  Before proceeding further, let this court answer to the argument put 

forwarded by the defence. In the instant case the accused is alleged to have 

been committed misappropriation of public money, cheating, forgery of 

documents etc. Now the question is whether the official duty of the accused 

was to fabricate documents and misappropriation of money, definitely not. 

The alleged indulgence of the officers in cheating, fabrication of records or 

misappropriation cannot be said to be in discharge of their official duty. No 

doubt section 197 of the Cr.P.C. provides protection to the government 

official so that they can do their duties without fear and favour but that 

protection cannot be the shield of corrupt officials.  

As far as the second argument is concerned I did not find much 

strength in it. Because accused was the sub-Post Master of the Lakhipur Sub-

Post Office and he being the all in all of Lakhipur Sub-Post Office, everything 

from paper to currency were under his domain and were entrusted to him. 

From that aspect, I am of the considered view that the argument that the 
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alleged money was not entrusted to the accused, rather entrusted to the 

Postal department is not sustainable.   

17.  In the case at hand, although, the prosecution has examined total ten nos. 

of witnesses but the prosecution case is mostly depends on the evidence of 

PW-5, PW-6, PW-7, PW-9 and PW-10. The defence counsel has cross-

examined all the ten nos. of witnesses at length, but could not be shaken. I 

have noticed that the defence counsel deviating from the main point was 

stick to the point as to whether the persons who had handed the documents 

over to the CBI were authorized to hand it over or not.    

From the evidence of P.W.6 and P.W.7 it has come to fore that 

Lakhipur Sub-Post Office maintained ledger against each of the accounts and 

there was no exception in respect of Ajit Ranjan Dey. After, all the 

transaction was done on a day a list of transaction was prepared and the 

same was sent to the head office. On the basis of this list of transaction the 

head office maintained another ledger against each of the account. If we see 

the sub-post office ledger, which is Ext.5 after a transaction was done on 

31/01/2007, the next transaction was done on 13/06/2007. But if we see the 

head office ledger, which is Ext.6 in between 31/01/2007 and 13/06/2007 on 

15/03/2007 one more transaction was made and Rs. 40,000/- was shown to 

have withdrawn. As I have already stated that on the basis of list of 

transaction prepared in the sub-post office a ledger is maintained in the head 

office and the said list of transaction was found to have been falsified by the 

accused. From the evidence it has come to light that in addition to ledger 

book, the Lakhipur Sub-Post Office also maintained a long book, which is 

Ext.13, but in the long book it is seen that on 15/03/2007 only nine 

transaction was made, out of which three were made for deposit and six 
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were made for withdrawal and total withdrawal figure as reflected in the long 

book is Rs. 9890/-   

If we see the list of transaction, which is Ext.5/1, as stated by P.W.7, 

earlier it was prepared for nine transaction but subsequently, one more 

transaction, which is transaction no. 1 shown to have been done and all the 

previous serial nos. were over written and re-numbered. As stated by P.W.7 

the earlier serial no.1 was made 2 and serial no. 2 was made 3 and like wise 

all the subsequent numbers which were given earlier was transformed and 

given a new number by overwriting.  Similarly, the total number of 

transaction which was earlier recorded in red ink as 3+6 =9 (three for 

deposit and six for withdrawal) and total amount of withdrawal which was 

earlier recorded in red ink as Rs. 9890/- were transformed in to 3+7=10  and 

Rs. 49890/- respectively. Instead of six withdrawal transaction seven 

withdrawal transaction was shown to have been done and vide the 

transaction which was later added Rs.40,000/- was  shown to have been 

withdrawn and earlier figure Rs. 9890/- was transformed in to Rs.49890/-. 

However, in the savings pass book of Ajit Ranjan Dey, which is Ext.5 there is 

no entry regarding the withdrawal of Rs. 40,000/- on 15/03/2007. It is to be 

mentioned that all these manipulation and fabrication are very much patent 

and unambiguous in the transaction list, which is Ext.5/1.  

From the evidence of P.W.5, it has come to fore that he had opened a 

savings account at Lakhipur P.O in the year 2000. Ext. 8 is the Pass Book and 

Ext.4 is the saving account opening form pertaining to his S.B. a/c no-

5007675 which he submitted in Lakhipur Sub-Post Office. In the Ext.4 his 

name and address were filled up by him in his own handwriting. At the back 

side of Ext.4, he has put his specimen signatures which are Ext.4(2). 
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Alongwith this Ext.4, he had also filled up a cash deposit form for Rs. 5000/- 

and Ext.4(1) is the said form and Ext.4(3) is his signature. He stated that he 

did not withdraw any money from his SB a/c no-5007675 on 15/03/2007. 

Ext.7, which is a withdrawal form dated 15.3.07 regarding withdrawal of Rs. 

40,000/- was neither filled up by him and nor the handwriting and signature 

appearing in Ext.7 were written and put by him.  

To ascertain as to whether the P.W.5 withdrawn Rs. 40,000/- from his 

account  vide Ext. 7 or not P.W.9, who is the I/O has  sent the admitted 

writing of Ajit Ranjan Dey and withdrawal slip, which is Ext.7 dated 15.3.07 

to GEQD, Kolkata for opinion. The GEQD whom the prosecution has 

examined as P.W.10 has opined vide Ext.23 that the signatures on the Ext.7 

i.e. withdrawal slip dated 15.3.07 has not been made by the a/c holder, Ajit 

Ranjan Dey.  

During argument, the defence counsel has argued that the 

prosecution did not send the signature of accused Digish Chandra Barman for 

examination by expert. It is only the signature of Ajit Ranjan Dey, account 

holder was sent for expert opinion who has opined that the signatures on  

Ext.7 i.e. withdrawal slip dated 15.3.07 has not been made by the a/c holder, 

Ajit Ranjan Dey and the opinion so made does not prove that the signature 

containing in the withdrawal slip belonged to the accused.   

Yes, I do totally agree with the defence counsel, but the thing to be 

marked is that in the Lakhipur Sub-Post Office there were only two persons 

who were instrumental in all the activities. One is the accused who was Sub-

Post Master and who was all in all of the said office and another is P.W.7 who 

was the Postal Assistant. The accused being the superior, everything was put 
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up by P.W.7 before him either for his signature or for sending it to head post 

office. It is not that the accused had prepared everything and put up before 

the P.W.7 for his final endorsement. So therefore, Postal Assistant had very 

limited scope to do any kind of anomaly and had the postal assistant done 

the anomaly, the same would have come to the notice of the accused, but 

since the anomaly must have done by the accused, the postal assistant was 

ignorant about it.  

Here I would like to cite section 114 of the Indian Evidence 

Act which says as under: 

Section 114 -court may presume existence of certain facts.—

the court may presume the existence of any fact which it thinks 

likely to have happened, regard being had to the common course of 

natural events, human conduct and public and private business, in 

their relation to the facts of the particular case.   

From the evidence of prosecution witnesses, it has come to fore that 

the Lakhipur Sub-Post Office was to send the transaction record on regular 

and daily basis to the head office after completion of all the formalities, 

hence, in view of section 114 of the Indian Evidence Act I can presume that 

on 15/03/2007 also the transaction record was placed before the accused as  

common course of business for sending it to the head office and before 

sending it the accused  might have altered it for his dishonest gain.  

In the backdrop of foregoing discussions, I am of the view that the 

prosecution has successfully established and proved its case against the 

accused Digish Chandra Barman beyond all reasonable doubt of the offence 

under section 409/468/471/477-A of IPC. Therefore, this court holds the 
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aforenamed accused guilty of the offences under the said sections of Indian 

Penal Code, 1860 and he is convicted accordingly. I have heard the convicted 

persons on the point of sentence. The accused persons pleaded clemency on 

the ground of sick and old age. Having heard the accused person on the 

point of sentence, I decided to take a lenient view towards the accused 

person and instead of convicting  him rigorously, sentenced to suffer 2 (two ) 

years simple imprisonment u/s 409 of IPC and to pay fine of Rs. 3000/-

(Rupees Three Thousand) in default one month simple imprisonment; on 

being proved the offence of section 468 of IPC against the accused person, 

he is sentenced to suffer 2 (two ) years simple imprisonment and to pay fine 

of Rs.3000/- ( Rupees Three Thousand ) i.d one month simple imprisonment; 

on being proved the offence of section 471 of IPC the accused is sentenced 

to suffer 2 (Two) years simple imprisonment and to pay fine of Rs. 3000/- 

(Rupees Three Thousand) Only in default one month simple imprisonment 

and again on being proved the offence of section 477-A of the IPC the 

accused is sentenced to suffer 2 (Two) years simple imprisonment and to pay 

fine of Rs. 3000/- (Rupees Three Thousand) Only in default one month 

simple imprisonment. All the sentences shall run concurrently and since the 

accused person has been in jail, the period of detention already undergone 

be set off and the accused is to undergo imprisonment for the remaining 

period if any.  

Let a copy of this judgment be furnished to the convict free of costs. 
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18. This judgment is pronounced in open court in presence of the accused person 

and his counsels.  

Given under my hand and seal of this Court on this the 21st day of 

March, 2018. 

 

                                                 (Gautam Daimari) 

                                                                             Special Judicial Magistrate, Assam 
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A-N-N-E-X-U-R-E 

 

 

1. Witnesses for Prosecution  

  

P.W. 1: Tapas Chakravarty 

P.W.2: Ajay Barman 

           P.W.3: Kripamoy Nath 

           P.W.4: Subendu Kr. Dey 

P.W.5: Ajit Ranjan Dey 

P.W.6: Arun Jyoti Pal 

P.W.7: Banik Ranjan 

P.W.8: Kantimoy Nath 

P.W.9: Rajat Chatterjee 

P.W.10: Narendra Kamen  

 

 

2. Witnesses for Defence   

     NIL 

3. Court Witnesses 

  

4. Prosecution Exhibits 

Ext-1    Production cum Seizure Memo dated 17.2.09 

Ext-2    Production cum Seizure Memo dated 19.2.09 

Ext-3    Verification report. 

Ext-4  Application for opening account No 507675, Lakhipur SPO along with deposit     

 slip (SB-103) dtd. 8.5.2000 for Rs. 5000/-. 

Ext-5  Ledger of Savings Account No. 5007675 

Ext-5/1 List of Transaction of Lakhipur SPO dtd. 15.3.07 

Ext-6  HO Ledger of Savings Account No. 5007675 

Ext-7  Withdrawal from Lakhipur SPO dtd. 15.3.07 

Ext-8  Savings Account Pass Book of A/c No. 5007675 

Ext-9  Handwritten statement of Sh. Ajit Ranjan Dey dtd. 24.9.08 

Ext-10  Handwritten statement of Sh. Banik Ranjan Barman dtd. 24.9.08 

Ext-11  Extract of Specimen signature slip of Sh. Ajit Ranjan Dey 
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Ext-12  Sub Office Account Book of Lakhipur SPO w.e.f. 6/06 to 5/07 

 (relevant entry dtd. 15.3.07) 

Ext-13  Complaint bearing No. F1-3/08-09, dated 19.12.08 

Ext-13  SB Long Book of Lakhipur SPO (relevant entry dtd. 15.3.07 

Ext-14  Personal file of Sh. Digish Chandra Barman 

Ext-15  Seizure Memo dtd. 24.3.09 alongwith enclosures 

Ext-16  Withdrawal vouchers of some customers. 

Ext-17  Seizure Memo dtd. 30.07.09 alongwith enclosure. 

Ext-18,19 & 20 are deposit form no. 103 

Ext-21   is the FIR form registered by CBI. 

Ext-22    Letter No DPSHG 2009/3395/RCSHG 2008A0011, dated 17.06.29 alongwith     

     annexure containing questionnaire. 

Ext-23    is the report of expert 

Ext-24   Letter No DPSHG 2009/3395/RCSHG 2008A0011, dated 24.06.09 

Ext-25   Letter No. DPSHG 2008/0178/RCSHG2008A0011 dtd 07.01.09  

Ext-25   Letter No. DPSHG 2008/1462/RCSHG2008A0011 dtd 20.03.09 

Ext-26    is the letter dated 20.3.09 issued by S.P, CBI,SCB, Shillong to Sr. Supdt. of  

  Post, Cachar Div, Silchar requesting to furnish documents 

Ext-27 is the charge sheet 

Ext-28 is the forwarding of charge sheet 

Ext-29 is the original FIR lodged by Atul Bora 

 

5. Defence Exhibits 

  

 NIL 

 

                                                                                   (Gautam Daimari) 

                                                                       Special Judicial Magistrate, Assam 

 

 

 

 

 

 


