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IN THE COURT OF THE SESSIONS JUDGE: KAMRUP(M), AT GUWAHATI 

 

SESSIONS CASE NO. 253/16 

(Under Section u/s 306/34 of IPC) 

 

Present:  S.P. Moitra, 

  Sessions Judge 

  Kamrup(M), Guwahati  

 

                  State of Assam 

            -Vs - 

1. Bhebela Das @ Bhabananda Pathak 

2. Ratneswar Das @ Ratneswar Pathak 

                                                          

                       ..........Accused Persons 

 

Appearance for the Parties: 

 

Advocate for the State       : Sri H.K. Deka, Learned Public Prosecutor 

Advocate for the accused  : Sri D. Kr. Das, Ms. N. Das, Ms. R. Das, Learned 

Defence Counsels 

 

Date of recording evidence : 20.04.2017, 14.07.2017,17.08.2017,24.10.2017,   

                                         12.12.2017 

Date of Argument          : 05.01.2018 

Date of Judgment           : 17.01.2018 

J   U   D   G   M   E   N   T 

1. Brief facts of the case of the prosecution, as revealed during trial of the case 

are that Junmoni Das son of Nirmal Das (PW3) and Daimanti Das (PW.4) was 

sent to the furniture shop of the accused persons named above for working 

there. He used to work there by staying in a rented house nearby said 

furniture shop of the accused persons, situated at Azara VIP. He worked 

there for about 4 years and on 23.02.2015, said Junmoni Das committed 
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suicide by hanging. In the morning, the dead body of said Junmoni Das was 

seen and was recovered by police.  

 

2. On the basis of the information received at Azara P.S, police came to the 

place of occurrence and the dead body was sent to medical college for post 

mortem examination. The investigation of the case was initiated. 

Subsequently, the mother of the deceased came to the police station and 

filed a complaint against the accused persons alleging that her son Junmoni 

Das was found hanging in a suspicious manner in the rented house provided 

to him and that body was disposed of without intimation to her. After 

preliminary investigation of the case, SI Kalyan Dibyajyoti Bharati submitted 

formal F.I.R against the accused persons with a prayer to register the same 

u/s 302 of the IPC. On the basis of the said formal F.I.R, Azara P.S Case 

No.172/15 was registered u/s 302/34 of the IPC and was taken up for 

investigation. After completion of the investigation, accused persons named 

above were charge sheeted u/s 306 of the IPC. 

 

3. The accused persons who were on Court bail, entered appearance before the 

Court of Smt. M Neog, Ld. J.M.F.C, Kamrup (M), Guwahati. Copies of the 

relevant documents were furnished to the accused persons in compliance to 

the provisions of Section 207 of the Cr.P.C. As the case is exclusively triable 

by the Court of Sessions, Smt. M. Neog, Ld. J.M.F.C Kamrup (M) vide order 

dated 12.08.2016 committed the case. 

 

4. The accused persons named above also entered appearance before this Court 

and they were allowed to remain on previous bail. On consideration of 

charge, charge was framed against both the accused u/s 306/34 of the IPC. 

Charge was read over and explained to the accused persons to which they 

pleaded not guilty and stood to face trial.  
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5. To bring on the charge, prosecution examined as many as 8 witnesses on its 

behalf and also exhibited 8 documents. The defence plea was of complete 

denial of any guilt. The statement of the accused persons were recorded u/s 

313 of the Cr.P.C. I heard argument advanced by the Ld. Counsel for the 

parties.  

 

6.                                   POINTS FOR DETERMINATION 

i. Whether on 23.02.2015, at Kahikuchi under Azara P.S, one Jun Das 

committed suicide by hanging? 

ii. If so, whether, the accused persons named above, in furtherance of 

their common intention abetted the commission of suicide?  

 

DECISIONS AND REASONS THEREON 

7. I have gone carefully through the entire evidence on record and the materials 

placed before me. For the sake of convenience and brevity, the evidence 

onboth the points are taken up together for discussion and decision. 

 

8. PW.1 Dipali Singha Talukdar testified that deceased Jun Das used to leave in 

a separate rented house in her campus. She testified that there were two 

rented house and one was occupied by one Pranjit Das. She also testified 

that deceased used to work in a furniture house as a carpenter and he used 

to go in the morning and used to return back home in the evening. She is the 

owner of the said rented house. She further testified that two rooms adjacent 

to the room of the deceased were vacant and these two rooms were closed 

by tying a rope in the door. She reveals that on the day of the incident in the 

morning hour, she went there to feed her goats and then she saw the room 

open. She also testified that she went near the room and peeped inside the 

said room and saw that one man was hanging there. She further testified 

that at that time she immediately fainted and regained her conscious after 5-

6 minutes.  Her testimony reveals that she noticed the dead body of Jun. She 
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also testified that she could not see whether Pranjit Das was there at that 

time or not. She further testified that she informed the incident to her 

neighbours and also informed police. Her testimony also reveals that her 

husband lodged an F.I.R at police station and police came to the place of 

occurrence. She also narrated that police brought down the dead body and 

did inquest over the dead body in her presence. She also proved Ext.1 as the 

inquest report and Ext.1(1) as her signature.  

 

During cross examination, witness stated that the rented house has five 

rooms, two rooms remained vacant and there were tenants in the other three 

rooms. She disclosed the names of the tenants and further disclosed that on 

the day of incident they were not present in the house. She also testified that 

when Jun Das was occupying the rented house, she did not see the parents 

of the deceased. She further testified that accused Ratneswar Pathak was 

known to her.  

 

9.  PW2. Pradip Talukdar is the husband of Dipali Singha Talukdar and he 

corroborated the testimony of PW.1. He testified that the deceased was of 

good character and was working as helper under a Carpenter in the furniture 

house. His salary was being paid by owner of the furniture house.  

 

During cross examination he admitted that he had no personal knowledge as 

to why the deceased had committed suicide. 

 

10. PW.3 Nirmal Das is the father of the deceased and his testimony reveals that 

he sent his son Junmoni Das to work at the furniture shop of the accused 

person. His further testimony reveals that accused persons were residing in a 

rented house near the shop at Azara VIP and his son worked there for about 

4 years. He deposed that about 2 years back (from the date of his evidence), 

accused persons informed him over telephone that his said son had 
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committed suicide by hanging. He added that he informed them to keep the 

dead body as it is, as because they contemplated to rush to the place of 

occurrence. He also deposed that after going to Azara, he found that the 

dead body was shifted to GMCH and then he went to GMCH and found the 

dead body of his son in the department of Forensic Medicine kept for Post 

mortem examination. He also stated that he was not informed why he had 

committed suicide. He added that since dead body was sent to GMCH inspite 

of his request, he suspected that it was not a case of suicide. During cross 

examination, the witness admitted that he does not know the name of the 

landlord of the house where his son was residing as a tenant. He also 

admitted that he never came to the said house before his death. He further 

reveals that earlier he was a rickshaw puller and admitted further that he 

accustomed to drinking. He added that information was given to another 

mobile handset and the younger brother of the accused persons brought him 

to Guwahati from Barpeta by a private car. The vehicle was sent so that he 

could see the dead body of his son. He could not say about the exact time of 

death of his son and could not say the exact time when he reached Jalukbari, 

Guwahati. He added that the driver of the accused persons suggested that 

they should directly proceed to GMCH. He further added that dead body was 

brought to GMCH by police personnel.  

 

11. PW.4 Daimanti Das is the mother of the victim and she stated that the 

occurrence took place on 23.02.2015 and at that time she was staying in 

Guwahati for the purpose of her earning livelihood. She added that her son 

Jon Das was working in the Furniture shop of the accused persons situated at 

VIP Azara. She also reveals that her son was aged about 15 years and on the 

day of occurrence her niece Papori Das informed her over telephone that her 

son Jon met with an accident and she was asked to rush to the place where 

her son was residing. She added that she rushed to VIP Azara at the house of 

the accused persons, but did not find the accused persons. She added that 
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one woman came out and misbehaved with her. She also stated that the 

woman told that her son left their house on the previous night at about 10:00 

pm after taking his meal and she have no knowledge what happened 

thereafter. She also testified that she cried there for long but none came out, 

except the local shopkeepers. Her testimony further reveals that on being 

advised, he went to GMCH, Bhangagarh and made search for her son. She 

further stated that later she came to know that the dead body of her son had 

been taken to Barpeta after the post mortem examination. She also stated 

that when she arrived Basistha Chariali for going to Barpeta, she was 

informed by her niece that her son had already been cremated. She added 

that she did not visit Barpeta and she heard from the local inhabitants that 

her son had committed suicide. She stated that she went to Azara P.S and 

submitted written complaint, but police did not register it. She added that for 

three long months, everyday she rushed to P.S, but without any result. She 

further stated that she suspected that accused persons had killed her son and 

tried to show it as a case of suicide. She proved Ext.1 as the F.I.R. During 

cross examination, the witness admitted that when the dead body of her son 

was taken to Barpeta, her husband was there and also admitted that she had 

no knowledge that her son was residing in a rented house. She further 

testified that she knew that he was working in a shop of the accused persons. 

She further testified that after his death she came to know that her son was 

residing in the house of Bhabesh Talukdar.  

 

12. PW.5 Matibur Mandal was residing with Jun Das in the same rented premises 

but he stated that on that night he was not there and went to a different 

place for work.  

 

13. PW.6 Jamburam Das was also known to the deceased and he only 

accompanied the father of the deceased to GMCH and saw the dead body 

there but his evidence is also of no help to the prosecution. 
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14. PW.7 Ratul Das is the brother of the deceased and he also admitted that he 

does not know why his brother had committed suicide.   

 

15. PW.8 SI Kalyan Dibyajyoti Bharati is the Police Officer who had conducted 

preliminary investigation of the case and submitted formal F.I.R against the 

accused persons. He testified that he suspected that there might be some 

fishy affair, as because the accused persons had offered money to the father 

of the deceased to withdraw the case.  

 

16. On careful consideration of the entire evidence on record, I find that there is 

not even single evidence that the accused persons were behind the death of 

Junmoni Das. He was sent to work with the accused persons, while he was a 

child. He worked for about 4 years and during the entire period of 4 years not 

even a single time his father or his mother came to enquire about his well 

beings. From his childhood, he used to stay in a rented house alone. It is also 

evident that the father and the mother of the deceased were leaving 

separately and apparently they had no connection with each other. That is 

why the father left with the dead body for Barpeta without even giving 

information to the mother of the deceased. The mother of the deceased went 

on many occasions to the police station for registering of her case. But it was 

not registered. Subsequently, at instance of ACP Azara zone, probably the I/O 

hurriedly submitted an F.I.R without any basis. Even in his evidence, he could 

not explain why the F.I.R was lodged after so many days and what was the 

reason for not registering the case of the mother of the deceased. However, 

even the parents of the deceased could not say that there was any ill 

treatment or misbehave on the part of the accused persons which might have 

caused the death of the young person. There was absolutely no evidence that 

the deceased committed suicide either at the instigation of the accused or 

being abetted by them.  
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17. In view of the discussions made above, I find that prosecution could not 

establish the guilt of the accused persons removing all shadow of doubts and 

there were many rooms for doubt and the benefit of it should go to the 

accused persons.  

 

18. In result, accused persons, namely, Bhebela Das @ Bhabananda Pathak and 

Ratneswar Das @ Ratneswar Pathak are held not guilty of offence punishable 

u/s 306/34 of IPC and they are acquitted and set at liberty forthwith. Bail 

bond furnished on his behalf, will remain in force for the next 6 months. 

 

19. Signed, sealed and delivered in the open court on this 17th day of January, 

2018 at Guwahati. 

                                                   
                                                            
         (S.P. Moitra) 

                                         Sessions Judge,  
                     Kamrup(M), Guwahati  
  

    Dictated & corrected by me.  

 

          (S.P. Moitra) 

       Sessions Judge,  
    Kamrup(M), Guwahati  
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A P E N D I X  

(A)  Prosecution Exhibits :  

 

Ext-1 : Inquest report 

 Ext-2 : Certified copy of G.D.E 

Ext-3 : Command certificate 

 Ext-4 : Dead body challan 

Ext-5 : Sketch map 

Ext-6 : Post mortem report 

Ext-7 :  F.I.R 

Ext-8 :  Printed form of F.I.R 

 

 (B)  Defense Exhibit  : Nil 

 

(C)  Court Exhibit  : Nil 

 

(E)  Prosecution Witnesses: 

 

PW-1 :  Smti. Dipali Singha Talukdar 

PW-2 :  Sri Pradip Talukdar 

PW-3 :  Sri Nirmal Das 

PW-4 :  Smti. Daimanti Das 

PW-5 :  Sri Matibur Mandal 

PW.6 :  Sri Jamburam Das 

PW.7 :  Sri Ratul Das 

PW.8 :  SI Kalyan Dibyajyoti Bharati 

 

 (F)  Defense Witnesses  : Nil 

 

 (G)  Court Witnesses : Nil.  

 

                      (S.P. Moitra) 

                              Sessions Judge,  

                     Kamrup(M), Guwahati 


