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"That the convict namely, Neeraj Kumar is hereby sentenced to undergo
rigorous imprisonment for four years and also with fine of Rs. 1,00,000/- (One Lakh
Only) for the offence punishable u/s 7 of the Prevention and Corruption Act 1988. In
default of payment of fine, the convict shall undergo further simple imprisonment of
six months and further sentenced to undergo rigorous imprisonment for five years
and also with fine of Rs. 1,50,000/- (One Lakh Fifty Thousand only) for the offence
punishment u/s 13(2) r/iw 13(l)(d) of the Prevention of Corruption Act. 1988 and in
default of payment of fine, the convict shall undergo further simple imprisonment of
eight months. Both the sentences shall run concurrently. The period undergone in
custody as under trial prisoner by the convict shall be set off against the
substantive sentences awarded to the convict."

3. 3%d ANy & fawg AT g & GaNT AT FIRYUS 3Td A H
GrIX Cr. Appeal (SJ) €&IT 210/2020 H f&aIieh 08.07.2020 & IIRA =arager #H forgelr
HeTeld & 3Fd FIRAGY A AEd o gu A fAg & 39 gag fFar =& sammeer &t
FRIHRT 37T Toie=Tad g:-

"Accordingly, the impugned Judgment of conviction and Order of sentence

dated 17.02.2020, passed by the Additional Sessions Judge-ll-cum-Special Judge,
AntiCorruption Bureau, Cyber Cases & Electricity Act, Dhanbad, in Special
(Vigilance) Case No. 11 of 2011 being not sustainable in law is set aside and the
appellant accused Neeraj Kumar Singh is acquitted of all the charges by giving him
the benefit of doubt.

The appellant-accused- Neeraj Kumar Singh is in custody. In view of his
acquittal, the appellant-accused- Neeraj Kumar Singh is directed to be released from
the custody 36 Cr. Appeal (SJ) No.210 of 2020 unless his detention is required in
connection with any other case."

(i) 3% FATACET & 3Telh H famefiT ddheq F&ar 5855 f&aTieh 13.11.2020 aRT
N g & Awg garfad Ramly FRIT # s¢ 3IRT Jaa fear @

(i) 3Fd TG TUT dareid H fefa Teheq o 5855, feetieh 13.11.2020 aRT
faameir RO # 3IRNT Jgad KT T F Gereawsy oy ddheq @0-6227, &aiw
20.11.2008 & AR A Hg H Weeifd ¥ FERT f&alih 04.01.2016 U4 fesAish
25.09.2020 & HFeol §eh H HUTRA HELeG [oIIdT &l @rell I=T |
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(iv) f&sTih 04.01.2016 &I FFYeT do& HI IgAAT fAe=iad § -

“FYSE MUY AT ARG T T HTToTsHAT o HROT Hod il & I

(v) f&stieh 25.09.2020 &I GFUesT do& HI AT fAeiad & -

“Qleaalcd & T

4. A IS FAR TG FMoWoHo, (HIE HAH-793/03) 3FaARf&T HIfe &
TEIERT § aUT STl HIC H A0 HeAld A SAdes FAR &d, SToToHo, (FHIFE FHHATH-
808/03) I fasmefy HfAFTaT Ho 6093, f&e7i#-28.09.2021 &F GIRT HW FHGcd! T
FHFET Hife F Wealld Tew=T & 75

5. 3 alvld d¥al 1 @EgHwU FARIWRG A AR AN AE FToTodo,
(FIE HATH-793/03) A 377 Follg M Sdeg FAR &d, SToYoHo, (HIfE HAH-808/03)
I W FHAGA! Ud GHAGE *IfE #H Weailad I fAf¥ 28.09.2021 & sdeah womg &
FaRe Mol UeTe Hd gU 39 §iRAg 31T faomr & 9g W dehiel 9od & qeediud
foram Srar &1

6. A AT N 3d WedAld HI dEddS [FcdlT oI IR JgoT &1 fafy ¥ 7

gIam|
7. T§ Weadfd ARIAT HEAT WP(S) No. 3795/2003 3fo YdIUT @R UL 3y

ST SRWUS AT UG 379, WP(S) No. 3792/2016 3 +g 8§ § 3IREUS T Ud
3T AT SIRYUS 3o F—ATd SdRT 9Tk 376 ¥ FH1fdd gef|

SRWUS 9Tl & 3 T,

dEHeT AN,
THR & 79T gg|

SRW@US TSThIT HZOMAA, Ul gaR_T ThIiAd va Jiad,
SIRW@US JTaie (3TATYRON 535 - 50



