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Order on C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.4008 of 2024,

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal No. 3049 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3173 of 2024
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C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3181 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3222 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3224 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3265 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3266 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3267 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3278 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3279 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3280 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3294 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3300 of 2024

C.M.A. No.1 of 2024 of Criminal Appeal N0.3464 of 2024

1. Heard submissions of Sri Purnendu Chakraborty, learned Senior
Advocated assisted by Sri Krishan Kumar, learned counsel for the
appellant- Kunal Ashok Chaudhari @ Atif, Sri Furkan Pathan, learned
counsel for the appellants- Irfan Shaikh @ Ifran Shaikh, Mufti Qazi
Jhangeer Qasmi, Sri Zia Ul Qayum, learned counsel for the appellants-
Mannu Yadav, Rahul Bhola, Sri Sushil Kmar Singh, learned counsel
for the appellants- Bhoopriya Bando @ Arslan Mustafa, Mohd. Umar
Gautam, Prasad Rameshwar Kawre @ Adam, Sallahuddin Jainuddin
Sheikh, Sri Abhishek Singh, learned counsel for appellants- Kauser
Alam, Dheerg] Govindrao Jagtap, Sri Mohemmed Amir Naqvi, learned
counsel for appellants-Maulana Kaleem Siddiqui, Modh. Saleem, Sarfaraz
Ali Jafri, Sri Indu Prakash Singh, learned counsel for the appellant -
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Abdullah Umar and Shri Vinod Kumar Shahi, learned Additional
Advocate Genera appearing on behalf of the State, assisted by Shri S.N.
Tilhari, learned A.G.A. for the State on pending bail applications in
aforesaid criminal appeals and perused the record.

2. Instant criminal appeal has been preferred by the accused convicts
feeling aggrieved by the judgment and order dated 11/09/2024 passed by
learned Specia Judge, NIA, UP, Lucknow in Sessions Trial No.1064 of
2022 State of U.P. versus Mohd. Kaleem Siddiqui; Sessions Trial N0.296
of 2022 State of U.P. versus Prashad Rameshwar Kawre alias Adam and 3
others ; Sessions Trial No. 2740 of 2022 State of UP versus Sallahuddin
Jainuddin Sheikh and 5 others; Sessions Trial N0.1063 of 2022 State of
UP versus Abdullah Umar, arising out of Case Crime No0.09 of 2021,
Police Station ATS, Gomtinagar, District Lucknow. As these four
Sessions Trials arose out of the same offense Case Crime No.09 of 2021,
under section 120B, 153A, 153B, 295A, 417, 298, 121A, 123 IPC and
Section 3/5/8 of the Uttar Pradesh Prohibition of Unlawful Conversion of
Religion Act, 2021 and Section 11/35 of the Foreign Contribution
(Regulation) Act, 2010, Police Station - ATS Gomtinagar, District -
Lucknow, all four Sessions Trials were connected together by learned
trial court and decided by a common judgment. Sixteen criminal appeals
were preferred by convicts /appellants against the judgment and order of
trial court under Section 21-A of the N.I.A. Act read with Section 374
Cr.P.C. and connected by this Court. Separate bail applications were filed
In respective criminal appeals by the accused convicts persons. These bail

applications are being decided by this common order.

3. By the impugned judgment, learned trial court has convicted the

appellants Abdullah Umar and Mohd. Umar Gautam for charges under
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Sections 417, 153A, 153B, 295A, 298, 120B, 120A and 123 IPC and
Section 3/5/8 of the Uttar Pradesh Prohibition of Unlawful Conversion of
Religion Act, 2021 and Section 35 of FCRA, 2010; and sentenced to
imprisonment of life as maximum sentence. Appellants Mannu Y adav,
Mohd. Saleem, Kuna Ashok Chaudhari alias Atif and Rahul Bhola for
charge under Sections 417, 153A, 153B, 295A, 298, 120B IPC and
Section 3/5/8 of the Uttar Pradesh Prohibition of Unlawful Conversion of
Religion Act, 2021 and sentenced them to 10 years imprisonment as
maximum sentence. The Appellants, Maulana Kaleem Siddiqui, Mufti
Qazi Jhangeer Qasmi, Kauser Alam, Prasad Rameshwar Kawre alias
Adam, Dheergy Govindrao Jagtap, Bhoopriya Bando @ Arslan Mustafa,
Dr. Faraz Babullah Singh, Sarfaraz Ali Jafri, Salahuddin Jainuddin
Sheikh Irfan Shaikh @ Irfan Sheikh for charge under sections 417, 153A,
153B, 295A, 298, 120B 121A, 123 IPC and Section 3/5/8 of the Uttar
Pradesh Prohibition of Unlawful Conversion of Religion Act, 2021 and

sentencing for imprisonment for life as maxinim sentence.

4. Sri Purnendu Chakraborty, learned Senior Counsel appearing for the
appellant - Kunal Ashok Chaudhari @ Atif submitted that the present case
initiated with lodging of the FIR by Sub Inspector, ATS, Vinod Kumar on
20.06.2021 at 11:35 hours against only two named accused, Mohd. Umar
Gautam and Mufti Qazi Jhangeer Qasmi and one person by as Central
Chairman, IDC, under Sections 420, 120B, 153A, 153B, 295A, 511 IPC
and Section 3/5/8 of the of the Uttar Pradesh Prohibition of Unlawful
Conversion of Religion Act, 2021 (hereinafter referred as 'the act’) with
alegation that some anti-social and anti-national organizations are
destabilizing the demography of the country by indulging in large scale

conversion on instructions of some religious organizations / syndicate /
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foreign elements and funding obtained from them due to which the
fraternity of the country is being disturbed. They are running a campaign
with mala fide design targeting the the gullible persons, deaf and dumb
women, children, people of SC/ST and people of weaker sections for their
conversion into Islam. After getting information from various sources and
contents of the FIR lodged vide Case Crime No0.473 of 2021, under
Sections 419, 420, 295A, 505 and 506 IPC and an interrogation of
suspects, these facts surfaced that Mohd. Umar Gautam, son of Dhanrgj
Singh Gautam, a resident of Jamia Nagar, New Delhi, who is himself a
convertee Muslim from Hinduism. He is undertaking a large scale mass
conversion of non-Muslim deaf and dump, people, women, children and
people of weaker sections. It become known that they have converted
around 1000 persons from Hindu religion to Islam and they have also
conducted interfaith marriage of these people. Umar and his associates
have constituted an organization, namely, National Dawah Center in
Jamia Nagar, New Delhi, with an objective to convert non-Muslims into
Muslim religion. Huge funding has been credited to the bank accounts of
this center from various sources to use the money for religious

conversion.

5. It is also stated in the FIR that the other accused Mufti Qazi Jhangeer
Qasmi, a resident of New Delhi, is associate of Umar Gautam in this
nefarious design of mass conversion and for that purpose, he has been
issuing religious conversion certificates & marriage certificates in
unlawful manner. These people are targeting incumbents of Noida Deaf
Society Sector-117, Gautam Budh Nagar, which is aresidential school of
deaf and dump and they have converted many students of these schools

into Islam against mandate of law by offering various allurements. The
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parents of a deaf and dump student namely, Aditya Gupta, lodged an FIR
regarding missing of their son, Aditya Gupta, vide Case Crime No. 247 of
2021, under Section 364 IPC with allegation that the religion of his son

was converted and he has been detained in some south east state.

6. He next submitted that during course of investigation, the name of the
other appellants surfaced and they were chargesheeted for alleged
offenses by the Investigating Officer. Learned trial court convicted and

sentenced the appellantsin aforesaid manner.

7. Feeling aggrieved by the judgment and order of the learned trial court,
the convicts have filed separate criminal appeals against impugned

judgment and order which is under challenged.

8. He next submitted that the judgment of learned trial court is based on
conjecture and surmises and substantial reproduction of material shown in
the case diary. There are various legal and factual errors in judgment

under appeal.

9. He next submitted that in present case, on facts of the case, no charge
under Section 121A IPC is made out against any of the appellants.
Nevertheless, the learned trial court has convicted as many as eight
accused persons for said charges. The appellants, Kunal Ashok
Chaudhary alias Atif and co-appellants, Rahul Bhola, Mohd. Saleem and
Manu Yadav are not convicted and sentenced under Section 121-A |PC
and maximum sentence awarded to them is 10 years imprisonment for

offense proved against them.

10. Section 121A provides punishment for conspiracy to commit offenses

punishable by Section 121. It provides that "whoever within or outside
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India conspires to commit any of the offenses punishable by Section 121,
or conspires to overawe, by means of criminal force or the show of
criminal force, the Central Government or any State Government, shall be
punished with imprisonment for life, or with imprisonment of either

description which may extend to ten years, and shall also beliableto fine.

11. Section 121 provides "whoever wages war against the Government of
India or attempts to wage such war, or abets the waging of such war, shall
be punished with death or imprisonment for life and shall also be liable to

fine.

12. By citing the aforesaid statutory provisions, learned Senior Ccounsel
submitted that there is no material in support of the charge under Section
121-A as there is no allegation or evidence that any of the appellants
hatched a conspiracy to wage war against the Government of India by
means of criminal force or the show of criminal force or conspire to
overawe, by means of criminal force or the show of criminal force, the
Central Government or State Government. However, learned trial court
has convicted eight appellants for the aforesaid charge without any

evidence to connect them with the said charge.

13. He further submitted that the Act of 2021 was notified on 05/03/2021
and the FIR in the present case was lodged on 20/06/2021. However, no
date and time of the incident is mentioned in the FIR. Even if it is
admitted that prior to notification of the Act of 2021, an Ordinance was
promulgated by Hon'ble the Governor, namely "the Uttar Pradesh
Prohibition of Unlawful Conversion of Religion Ordinance' on
27/11/2020 and the same rectified by this Act and for that reason, the Act

may be held to commence w.e.f. 27/11/2020. In absence of mention of
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date and time of the alleged offence, it is difficult to comprehend as to
whether the said act or any of them were in fact committed after
commencement of the Act w.e.f. 27/11/2020. Any act can only be termed
as offence when it was so declared by a criminal law in force at the time
of commission of offence. For the reason that Article 20(1) of the
Constitution India creates prohibition on enactment of ex-post facto penal
statutes. He also submitted that in present case, the FIR was lodged by
one Sub-Inspector of Police of ATS, which is a branch of State Police,
without locus standi to lodge an FIR for an offence under Section 3/5/8 of

the Act.

14. Section 4 of the Act after coming into force of Amending Act of 2024
provides that "An information relating to the contravention of the
provisions of the Act may be given by any person and the manner of
giving such information shall be the same as given in Chapter XI11 of the

Bharatiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023."

15. However, in unamended Section 4, which was applicable in the
present case at the time of lodging of the FIR, an aggrieved person is
defined as "Any aggrieved person, hisher parents, brother, sister, or any
other person who is related to him/her by blood, marriage or adoption
may lodge a First Information Report of such conversion which

contravenes the provisions of Section 3."

16. Section 3 of the Act creates prohibition of conversion from one
religion to another religion by misrepresentation, force, fraud, undue
influence, coercion, allurement. It also provides that no person shall abet,

convince or conspire such conversion.

17. He next submitted that in view of embargo created by unamended
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Section 4 of the Act as applicable in present case, the FIR in the case
could only be lodged by an aggrieved person or his near relative, whereas
in the present, the FIR has been lodged by a police officer, who lacked
locus standi to initiate criminal proceedings for offenses under Section 3

of the Act for obvious reasons.

18. So far as the appellant Kunal Ashok Chaudhari alias Atif is
concerned. No evidence has been adduced to implicate him for charge of
criminal conspiracy with co-accused person. He had no motive to commit
the crime in question. His conviction and sentence is based only on the
basis of presumption. Learned trial court has committed a manifest error
of law in appreciating the evidence of witnesses. Even the statements of
the witnesses may not be relied upon due to material contradictions. Only
Six aggrieved persons could be examined in support of prosecution case,
whereas there is allegation that around 1000 persons were converted to
|slam who were practicing Hindu religion earlier. Only on the basis of six
so called aggrieved persons who were examined during trial, no inference
of mass conversion can be drawn. No incriminating material was
recovered from the possession of the appellant on his arrest. No
incriminating evidence is found in the book allegedly recovered from his
possession. The aleged confessional statements of appellant and co-
accused before the police in police custody cannot be treated as valid

evidence as sameis hit by Sections 25 and 26 of the Indian Evidence Act.

19. Sri Sushil Kumar Singh, learned counsel, who argued in Criminal
Appea N0.3181 of 2024, 3266 of 2024, 3278 of 2024 has submitted that
there are substantive illegalities in the investigation. There were material
irregularities in investigation and trial. The criminal case initiated on

lodging of the FIR by the police officer in apparent violation of mandate
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of Section 4 which provides that prior to commencement of Amendment
Act of 2014 only an aggrieved person was competent to give an
information relating to offense under Section 3 of the Act and not a police
officer as done in the present case. Thus, due to lodging of the FIR by an
'In competent person’, al the subsequent proceedings relating to
investigation or trial got vitiated in the case and on that basis, the
impugned judgment and order cannot be sustained and the appellant
deserves to be released on bail at this stage. They have also undergone a

substantial period of custody during trial and after conviction.

20. He next submitted that all those Section 8 of the Act 2021 makes in-
road in the rights guaranteed under Article 25 of the Constitution of India,
regarding practice of religion, which gives guarantees all persons the
freedom of conscience and the right to freely profess, practice and
propagate religion, subject to public order, morality and health and other
provisions of Part Ill. A person can adopt any religion of his choice
without troubling any other person, but by virtue of Section 8 of UP Act
of 2021, the introduction of inference by District Magistrate under
Section 8 in matters of voluntarh conversation is violative of right
guaranteed under Article 25. The vires of the Act of 2021 are challenged
before the Supreme Court and same is sub-judiced before the Hon'ble
Court. However, Hon'ble Supreme Court in Rajendra Bihari Lal and
another vs State of UP and others 2025 LiveLaw (SC) 1021 has
considered the ambit, scope and locus standi to initiate criminal
proceedings under the Act. Hon'ble Court also discussed the horizons of
right to freedom of religion enshrined under Article 25 of the Constitution
of India. He also submitted that lodging of FIR in the present case by a
Sub-Inspector of ATS, awing of UP Policeis violative of Section 4 of the
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Act, which confines the locus standi of a person to lodge an FIR to initiate
criminal proceedings under the Act to any "aggrieved person or his close
relatives'. Thus, lodging of FIR by a police officer instead of an
aggrieved person or his near relative, prior to amendment of 2024 under
Section 4, is hit by statutory mandate contained in Section 4 and all the
subsequent proceedings carried out in the matter are vitiated under law.
He aso submitted that the provisions of Section 8 of the Act are not in
accordance with rights guaranteed under Article 25 of the Constitution of
India. Slapping of Section 121A IPC i.e. the conspiracy to commit the
offense under Section 121 IPC during course of the investigation of the
present case and filing of charge sheet in the section resulted in conviction
of the appellant for charge under Section 121A IPC and award of life

imprisonment to a number of the appellants.

21. Learned counsel also contended that originally in the 1860, the IPC
was enacted by the British Parliament for the people of British India,
which was brought in force w.e.f 06/10/1860. The original Section under
Chapter VI was Section 121, which provided that "whoever wages war
against the ‘queen’ or attempts to wage such war or abets the waging of
such war shall be punishable with death. Subsequently, the word " Queen"
was substituted by "Government of India’ and by Act No.27 of 1870.
Section 121-A was added in the Code, making a conspiracy to commit the
offense under Section 121 also punishable. The scope of Section 121-A
IPC was considered by Hon'ble Supreme Court in AIR 2005 SC 3820,
State (N.C.T. of Delhi) v. Navjot Sandhu and other s (Parliament attack
case) in which the scope of Section 121-A |PC was considered by Hon'ble
Court while confirming the death sentence awarded to Afzal Guru by tria

court and affirmed by the High Court discussed various Indian decisions
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pertaining to Section 121-A and relied on three judgments of Indian High
Courts, in re Umayyathantagath Puthen Veetil Kunthi Kadir, AIR
1922 Madras 126; Aunghla and others v. King-Emperor AIR (1931)
Rangoon 235 and Mir Hasan Khan and others vs The State - A.l.R.
1950 Patna 60. Hon'ble Supreme Court in Parliament Attacks's case held
that attack on Indian Parliament with heavy arms, resulting in death of
five terrorists and around 13 security personnels clearly demonstrates that
it was an attack on Government of India and its Institution and Building
in a clandestine manner and it comes within the purview of waging war
against the Government of India and in such type of case Section 121-A
IPC attracted unlike present case where issue of conversion is chiefly

involved.

22. Learned counsel submitted that in present case the matter of
conversion by various means from one religion to another is involved and
In N0 manner it can be inferred that the appellants conspired to commit
any of the offense punishable by Section 121 or conspired overawe, by
means of criminal force or the show of criminal force, the Central
Government or any other government. Thus, learned trial court has
wrongly convicted and sentenced 12 of the appellants for charge under
Section 121-A [PC without fulfillment of the ingredients of said offense

and without evidence in support of said charge.

23. Learned counsel, Sri S.K. Singh, had drawn attention of this Court
towards sub-section (2) of Section 3, which provides that "if any person
re-converts to his immediate previous religion, the same shall not be
deemed to be a conversion under this Act". Thus, even if some of the
victims may got converted at the instance of some of the appellants, their

re-conversion to their previous religion decriminalizes any act against the
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religious converter. He lastly submitted that the learned Trial Court failed
to consider statements of D.W.- Mohd. Anas, Ayasha @ Neha Ramal and

Abdul Mohd which is supportive of the case of the appellant.

24. Sri Indu Prakash Singh arguing the case of appellant Abdula Umar,
submitted that the appellant is a bright student of MBA who has been
falsely implicated in the case only due to the fact that he is the son of
Mohd Umar Gautam, who has been projected as the main accused in the
case. There is no evidence against the appellant either in the case diary or
evidence recorded during trial that he was instrumental in conversion of
any specific or mass conversion in contravention of provision of Section 5
and 8 of the UP Act of 2021. Thus, his conviction for said charges is
wholly unwarranted. There is no evidence in support of charge under
Sections 153-A, 153-B, 295-A, 298-A IPC against him. The trial court
has committed gross legal error while convicting and sentencing the
appellant for charge under Sections 121-A and 123 IPC. There is no iota
of evidence on record that crime in question has been committed by the
present appellant against Government of India in the form of resorting to
violence or use of criminal force due to which sovereignty and integrity of
the country was at stake. This is crystal clear from the evidence of PW-

24, the Investigating Officer of the case.

25. He next submitted that learned trial court has wrongly cited
observations of a Single Bench of this Hon'ble Court while deciding the
Bail Application N0.19442 of 2024, K ailash versus the State of UP that
if the process of conversion is alowed to be carried on, the mgority
population of this country would be reduced into minority in one day.
Whereas said observations were not countenanced by the Hon'ble

Supreme Court in SLP No. 11258 of 2024 vide order dated 29/07/2024. In
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as much as judgment passed by learned trial court is mainly based on
confessional statements of accused persons recorded by the Investigating
Officer, which is part of case diary, cannot be treated as evidence under
law. There is no evidence in support of the allegation that the money
which was credited in the account of the appellant was used for the
purposes of conversion of religion. There is no witness to prove this fact
that he has received the money for purposes of conversion of religion in
terms of UP Act of 2021. Charge under Section 11/35 FCRA, 2010 has
been wrongly slapped against the appellants contrary to provisions of
Section 43 of the Act. There is no evidence to connect the appellants to
the crimes in question. It is trite law that the first information report does
not constitute a substantive evidence in itself and same can only be used
for the purposes of corroboration under Section 157 or contradiction
under Section 145 of the Indian Evidence Act while testing the evidence
of the witness before the court. The provisions of Section 6 of the
National Investigating Agency Act, 2008, which mandate the regulatory
procedure by making the correspondence between the State Government
and Central Government in respect of scheduled offenses has not been
followed in the case and the charge sheet filed by ATS against the
appellants is illegal. The FIR in the case was itself vitiated having been
lodged contrary to the provisions of Section 4 of the Act as applicable at
that time. The alleged offense has taken place in Delhi and the acts have
no extraterritorial operation outside the State of UP. The prosecution has
failed to produce the certificate mandated by Section 65-B (4) of the
Indian Evidence Act by placing reliance on digital and scientific evidence
adduced by the prosecution. The validity of prosecution sanction by the
State Government under Section 40 of the FCRA, 2010 is under cloud

due to non-application of mind by the sanctioning authority while
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granting sanction for prosecution.

26. To sum up his arguments, learned counsel has submitted that it is well
settled principle of criminal jurisprudence that the presumption of
Innocence is available to the accused and the initially burden lies upon the
prosecution to prove its case beyond reasonable doubts and in case of any
doubt in the prosecution case, the benefit of doubt always goes to the
accused. Where two views emerged from evidence, one favourable to
prosecution and other in favour of the accused, the view favourable to the

accused will be preferred.

27. Learned counsels of other appellants substantially concurred with the
submissions of learned Senior Advocate Purnendu Chakraborty and Shri
Sushil Kumar Singh and has submitted that appellants are wrongly
convicted and sentenced for alleged offences without any cogent evidence
in support of the charge. They were enlarged on bail during trial and there
is no allegation against them regarding misuse of liberty of bail.
Appellants Irfan Shaikh @ Irfan Shaikh, Abdullah Umar, Mohd. Saleem
and Rahul Bhola were released on bail by Hon'ble Supreme Court and
other accused persons were released on bail by this Hon'ble Court. No
prosecution sanction was granted for prosecution of appellant Mohd.
Saleem, Mannu Yadav alias Abdul, Rahul Bhola and Dr. Kunal Ashok
Chaudhari and they were neither tried nor convicted for major charge
under Section 121-A. The accused persons have undergone around 4
years 7 months to 4 years 11 months imprisonment till date. The appeal is
not likely to be heard in the near future due to huge backlog of criminal
appeals. They undertake to abide by the conditions of bail in case they are
granted liberty of bail. Apart from the present case, barring accused

Mohd. Umar Gautam, Mufti Qazi Jhangeer Qasmi, Sallahuddin
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Zeinuddin Sheikh, no crimina history has been attributed to other
accused persons. Money received in the account of Abdullah Umar wasin
fact for his higher education and money of Zakat, which was received in
the account for distribution among poor people. He was at that time a
student of MBA. He gave his ATM card for distribution of Zakat to
people acquainted with him and no case under Section 121-A IPC is made
out against him. No overt has been attributed to him regarding his
involvement in religious conversion. Appellant, Dr. Faraz Babullah Shah,
never came to UP. He is a resident of Maharashtra. No charge of illegal
funding raised against him. There is no alegation of illegal conversion of
any individual specifically made against him. A speech of an individual

cannot be proved in an evidence even it is tape-recorded.

28. Per contra learned Additional Advocate General assisted by Sri S.N.
Tilhari, learned AGA submitted that the appellants may not be released on
bail after their conviction for said offense, which is duly proved against
them by documentary as well as oral evidence of 24 witnesses recorded
during trial. The learned trial court has dealt with each and every aspect of
the case and oral, documentary and digital evidence adduced during trial
in elaborate manner and recorded the conviction and passed sentence on
appellants in accordance with law in an elaborate judgment which runs
over 265 pages. Keeping in view their abnormality of offense, large
number of affected persons, adoption of illegal and unauthorized means
by accused persons to convert the gullible persons from one religion to
another religion in violation of the Act of 2021 with a view to alter
demography of the country and harbouring a thought to Jehad and even to
take resort of sward in case of need to fulfil the long term objective of

converting Indiafrom a secular State into a lslamic State. The recovery of
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literature and written and electronic materials from possession of some of
the appellants and their fiery hate speeches do not make them entitled to
be released on bail after conviction by the learned trial court for such
serious offenses. Prosecution witnesses Aditya Guprta (P.W.-9), Paresh
Leeladhar Harode (P.W-18), Nitin Panth (P.W.-11 and Mohit Chaudhary
(P.W.-8), Farid Miyan (P.W.-13), Mohd. Ahmad (P.W.-14) have proved

the guilt of Umar Gautam, Abdullah Umar and other accused.

29. Emphasis was led by Sri Sushil Kumar Singh, learned counsel for the
appellants on a recent judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of

Rajendra Bihari Lal and another (supra) wherein, instead of lodging
of FIR by a person aggrieved by religious conversion, the FIR was |odged
inter alia under Section 3 read with Section 5 (1) of UP Act of 1921 by a
person not authorized under Section 4 of the Act lodged an FIR for
offense under Section 3 of the Act. In fact, it was subsequent FIR
pertaining to the very same alleged incident of conversion from Hinduism
to Christianity. Hon'ble Supreme Court quashed the FIR on the ground
that even if the alegation of the complaint are taken at their face value, an
FIR for the offense under the UP Conversion Act could not have been
lodged on the basis of complaint made by the complainant in light of
embargo contained in the unamended Section 4 of the UP Conversion Act
and aso on the ground that it was subsequent FIR on the same subject
matter which was hit by judgment of Apex Court in T.T. Antony versus
State of Kerala, (2001) 6 SCC 181. However, Hon'ble Court clarified
that insofar as the FIR for the aleged offences under Sections 307, 386
and 504 IPC respectively is concerned, the matter requires further

consideration. Once al the relavant documents are brought on record

30. He next submitted that Hon'ble Supreme Court in Dhan Jee Pandey
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versus The State of Bihar and another (Criminal Appeal No0.1864 of 2026
observed while placing reliance on State of Haryana versus Hasmat 2004
(2004) 6 SCC 175; (2002) 9 SCC 364; Om Prakash Sahani versus Jay
Shankar Chaudhary and another (2023) 6 SCC 123 and held that Hon’ ble
Apex Court has clarified the scope of power under Section 389 CrPC by
holding that suspension of sentence may be justified only where palpable
infirmity apparent on the face of the record, indicating that the conviction
may not ultimately withstand scrutiny. The appellate court is not expected
to undertake re-appreciation of evidence or delve into a detaled
evaluation of the prosecution case at the stage of suspension of sentence

under Section 389 Cr.P.C.

31. Learned State Counsel has placed reliance in Allahuddin and others
versus State of Assam and another, 2024 (12) Supreme Court Cases
224; Kamran versus State of Madhya Pradesh, in SLP (Criminal)
Diary Number 16320 of 2026; S.G. Vombatkere versus Union of
India, 2022 (7) SCC 433; Rajendra Bihari Lal and another versus
State of Uttar Pradesh and others, 2025 LiveLaw (SC) 1021 and
Mohammed Irfan versus State of Karnataka, 2022 SCC Online SC
856.

32. In Kamran versus State of Madhya Pradesh, the Hon'ble Supreme
Court vide order dated 15/05/2025 clarified its earlier order dated
11/05/2022 to the effect that wherever the accused has no objection
against proceeding of the trial court, the appeal or any other proceedings,
where such accused has been charged under, inter aia, Section 124 IPC
there shall be no impediment for the court to decide such matter on merits

and in accordance with law.
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33. Learned AGA next submitted that in Mohammed Irfan versus State
of Karnataka (supra), Hon'ble Supreme Court in Para 27 of the
judgment arising out of a case where the appellant was convicted and
sentenced for charges under section 120-B, 121-A, 121 IPC and other
penal statutes, cited a book written by Anwar Sheikh, named as Islam,
Sex and Violence, and website copy Wikipedia, wherein Jihad has been
described. Thus, the contention made on behalf of appellants that the
learned trial court has committed legal error while citing certain extracts
of certain books and literature in the judgment, particularly, those seized
from the position of the appellants. He also submitted that an interpreter
was called from Dr. Shakuntala Mishra Nationa Rehabilitation
University, Lucknow at the stage of recording of evidence of deaf and
dumb witnesses, Mohit Yadav and Aditya Gupta. Although recording of
recording of evidence of such witnesses with the assistance of interpreter
was not videographed as provided under Section 119 of the Indian
Evidence Act due to substantial compliance of Section 119 while taking
aid of an interpreter in recording of the evidence of such witness, no

illegality may be inferred in the proceedings of the case.

34. Asregards want of locus standi of a police officer as alleged on behalf
of appellantsin violation of Section 4 of the Act, learned AGA submitted
that even if on perusal of Section 4 as stood prior to the amendment in the
year 2024, it is obvious that the mandate of Section 4 is applicable to
offense under section 3 of the Act and not offense under Section 8. In the
scheme of the Act, cognizance of offenses under the Act on police report
Is not barred. Even if it is inferred that a Sub-inspector of Police lacked
locus standi to lodge an FIR for offense under Section 3 of the Act in

present case, due to mandate of Section 4 as interpreted by Hon’ ble Apex
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court in Rgendra Bihari Lal vs. State of Uttar Pradesh and others (Supra),
the FIR was never challenged by the appellants during investigation, nor
the charge sheet following the investigation pursuant to the said FIR was
ever chalenged before the competent court by the appellants. Thus,
taking a plea of lack of locus standi of the police officer to lodge an FIR
at the stage of consideration of bail application / suspension of sentencein
criminal appeal preferred against the judgment of conviction and sentence
passed by the trial court, may not be permitted on facts of the case.
Moreover, it may be treated as error or irregularity and in support of this

contention, he has cited Section 465 CrPC which is reproduced as under:

"465. Finding or sentence when reversible by reason of error,
omission or irregularity. —(1) Subject to the provisions
hereinbefore contained, no finding, sentence or order passed
by a Court of competent jurisdiction shall be reversed or
altered by a Court of appeal, confirmation of revison on
account of any error, omission or irregularity in the complaint,
summons, warrant, proclamation, order, judgment or other
proceedings before or during trial or in any inquiry or other
proceedings under this Code, or any error, or irregularity in
any sanction for the prosecution, unless in the opinion of that

Court, a failure of justice has in fact been occasioned thereby.

(2) In determining whether any error, omission or irregularity
in any proceeding under this Code, or any error, or
irregularity in any sanction for the prosecution has occasioned
a failure of justice, the Court shall have regard tothe fact
whether the objection could and should have been raised at an

earlier stage in the proceedings.”
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35. Learned AGA submitted that the large scale of conversion of people
professing Hindu religion to Islam by means of fraud, misrepresentation,
force, undue influence, coercion, alurement with jihadi mindset as
appearing from WhatsApp chats, audio-video clips of speech made by
some of the accused person, voice samples report, CDR and mobile data
reflects jihadi mindset of the all the accused persons who are trying to
change the demography of India with broader objective of converting
India from Dar-ul-Harb ("the land of non-believers or infidels") to Dar-ul
Islam ("the land of believers'). This is not a case of conversion from
Hinduism to Islam simpliciter, which is regularized under Section 8 of the
Act which provides that "one who desires to convert hig’her religion,
shall give a declaration in the form prescribed in Schedule-1 at least sixty
days in advance, to the District Magistrate or the Additional District
Magistrate specially authorized by the District Magistrate, that he wishes
to convert hig’her religion on his’lher own and with hisher free consent
and without any force, coercion, undue influence or allurement.” The
religious convertor, who performs conversion ceremony, is aso obligated
to give one month's advance notice in the form prescribed in Schedule-I|

of such conversion to the District Magistrate.

36. In present case, neither the converted person nor religious convertor,
the accused persons have given any such statutory notice to the District
Magistrate at the stage of conversion in compliance of Section 8. The
statements of victim Mohit Kumar Chaudhary (PW-8) who showed that
he was converted after the implementation of the Act. Similarly, the
victim of a witness (PW-9), Aditya Gupta was also converted after
converted unfully into Islam after the Act came into force. Even

converted person is obligated to send a declaration post conversion in the
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form prescribed-111 as provided under Section 9 of the Act.

37. Section 12 places places adverse burden of proof on the accused,
when it is found that he carried out religious conversion through means

prohibited under Section 3 of the Act.

38. A speech of Maulana Kaleem Siddiqui on YouTube channel was
retrieved by the Investigating Officer in which he has made an appeal to
take back region of Hindustan and make it an Islamic state. He is founder
of Jamiyat Imam Ali which has received huge amount of donation in
different accounts. The main accused Mohd. Umar Gautam was running
Islamic Dawah Centre (IDC) in which the evidence of huge funding from
the different sources. He has organized annual function known as Annual
Revert Gettogether of such converted person. A video/photo collected
from him and co-accused mobile phone data has proved his guilt. His son
Abdullah Umar received Rs.28 lakhs in his ICICI bank account, out of
which Rs.3 lakh 8 thousand were received from UK. A sum of Rs.6000
has been transferred by him to account of Shahabuddin to pay this to a
converted Musim Neenu Kanwar for the purposes of religious
conversion. Adopting, engaging in large scale conversion by means of
allurement, threat, deceit, wrongful confinement and for that purpose
receiving huge funding from within and outside the country with
objective of converting India from secular to Islamic state. His innocence
aconspiracy against government of the country. And it cannot be said that
the case of the appellants does not come within the purview of Section
121- A IPC. Section covers conspiracy to overawe the Central or State
Government by means of criminal force or the show of criminal force and

for this actual use of force is not necessary.
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39. Learned tria court has given a conectivity chart from Page 238 to 241
of the judgement, showing connectivity of the appellants, interse and their
associates, on the basis of their mobile call data records produced by
prosecution. Learned trial court has underscored the role and charges
proved against them on the basis of evidence adduced during trial, in
detail from para 243 to 253 of the judgment which is being reproduced as
under for a proper understanding of the allegations and evidence in

respect of the appellants.

1. /Y. IR TaA-

i. Ig 39 37dY yHIRuT fAfSahe o H&T RIUT R ATEES & 3R
I8 U uRkafda gead off 2

ii. 98 37Y YHTAROT MATAred) o folu faeetl o seaes aar Ted del
g1 ol

iii. 9% faeall | 37U Selifeh graT Tex (3Tssidl) H sallHen aeqyell
facre fhfe &l geeasHd 3iud gHafdd (18.31.g,) o1 ohg
FeTietd o TaT |

iv. IHT G Fidwien HY W @ o ¢ o a8 ar@ e 1000 |
STET YHI-ATd TNl o ShITSId dIR e Tl &1 8ok AdRh 3T

3Tk AT o 3TAY YHIARUT o q&aTas] daR & | off 7eg &l

V. I IR U AR AR o [afo=~ Il # fowg 4w ol TTerd e
e gRed o ol fasyg o1 Teh AT Tedt oF ddree, Se~Id & 9g
fezarene, Telto SfR ekl 2o 98 W TR @ ol 313y emimaRoT

AT G

Vi. 3T 32T 3AY YHIRUT ht it danfeld e 2u

SRS ol TGl HR HRA S Dl Il §8 TehR Sl Bl
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QAT I TR AT |

Vi, 39 370 fagsit Tedifial Sie stegeet SA1eH Ued, Tl ool
R UG 3EAG, S foh g, o Fardl §, & av 2012 & 2021 dh
310 U0, ). 9 @1d | 7,78,335/- Ured foRa |

viii. I 2009-2021 T I8 R 7 faelt Fediat & @rd 9 garen
& HIH & FRIgl $Ud UTed gy foient IugIT AHg<h Hio I T
I 37y gAi~aoT <l wfdfafeat # fear mam

iX. I Fe-HAWG<h FeTSe & Tl o HILIH & AR & U gl
3R I & T IUNT 31y gHfaRor wiafateat # fomar

x. 3% fog e Rud SA., THUE a9 B, TeRE §
Th3e3R R k- 11196010210013 3=Fid 8RT-1537(1), 201,
406, 465, 467, 471, 120-31 T 114 HG[d ST AU Usiiahd ¢l

xi. ufearen BRE e, T8 et Hd Zoslo A FH  Ho-
ECIR/14/STF/2021 & YloTHoUdoUo HAIATUSRIT H ARIT U Ud
foram 8, FSiaen! womae & SIf9aS 3 Wesf &-173 & 9 § Iifad
Toharm &1 2 IR TIdH hT [HehT o 9UiH hed gU fere & fob-

12.1. Mohd Umar Gautam was the founder of the Islamic
Da'wah Centre (IDC), which was running under his trust
namely Fatimah Charitable Foundation. He through his
organizing IDC was indulged in converting people to Islam,
including students with hearing disabilities. He used to support
converted people in order to encourage other people to convert
into Islam. Umar Gautam has been indulged in criminal
conspiracy with the syndicate which by identifying the weaker
sections of the society, minor children, women and persons,

creates a feeling of hatred in their minds towards their religion
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and faith. He created a charitable trust namely Fatimah
Charitable trust as a front in order to raise funds in the name
of charity. He initially purchased plot at C-2 Jogabai
Extension, New Delhi in the name of Islamic Dawah Centre
from the funds of Rs 5,00,000/- received to him in the year
2003. He formed trust in the name of Fatiman Charitable trust
(FCF) in the year 2005 and purchased land in the name of
FCF by the funds of Rs.45,00,000/- received to him through
non-banking channel. Though the letter dated 05.03.2006
addressed to his donor Aziz Ali Dhanani points out towards
funds being received into FCRA accounts, which has been
denied by Badruddin Azmal to have been received in the bank
accounts of Markazul Ma'arif, which further shows that this
amount was also received through hawala channel to avid

tracing by government authorities.

12.2. He had been receiving funds from India as well from
persons residing in foreign countries into his personal
accounts as well as into the account of his family members. He
has received Rs.1,48,02,974/-as donations from various people
from India as well as abroad. Rs.8,51,170/- has been received
into the various accounts of his son Abdullah Umar and
Rs.32,14,945/- into the account of his wife Razia Umar. This
receiving of funds and indulging in illegal conversion activities
was a continuous process and hence the proceeds of crime
were generated continuoudly in this process. Apart from using
the assets of the Trust, he also used to organize and visit events

where people can be gathered and influenced. One of such
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events was Reverts Get Together which was organized every

year by Isslamic Dawah Centre.

12.3. Umar Gautam along with his associates hatched criminal
conspiracy and was doing illegal activities of religious
conversion through his organization Islamie Dawah Centre
(IDC) which was part of FCF. He created the trust assets
through funds received through: Hawala/illegal channels from
abroad which were provided to him in lieu of carrying out
illegal conversion activities and thereby changing the
demography of the country. This continuous process of illegal
conversion activities done by him generated proceeds of crime
which was acquired by him through Hawala Channels from
abroad. These creation of assets from illegal funds and funds
in cash were further used by him as resources to mind wash
and influence people of weaker sections. This process of
funding for illegal religious conversion for creating communal
disharmony in the country was a continuous process which
involves creating assets like schools, Madarsas etc wherein
people can be gathered in the guise of education and were
convinced to change their religion. Mohammad Umar Gautam
was acting as salesmen to sell religion and convert people into
Islam. On one side, he has received the proceeds of crime in
lieu of converting people and on other hand he was knowingly
involved in the process of acquiring proceeds of Crime in the
name of Islamic Dawah Centre and his Trust namely Fatimah
Charitable Trust. He never disclosed the funds received by him

to the government authorities to avoid scrutiny by government
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authorities. Even no disclosure regarding the assets of Fatimah
Charitable and Islamic Dawah Centre was made. He
deliberated got registry at very less value than the actual
purchase value of the land purchased in the name of Fatimah
Charitable foundation at Khasra no. 875 at Massuri, Dasna,
Ghaziabad. This was done with the intention to his and
conceals the source of funds and scrutiny by government

authorities.

12.4. Thus, Mohd. Umar Gautam and his organization namely
Isamic Dawah Centre and Fatimah charitable Foundation
were directly and knowingly involved in the various processes

and activities connected with proceeds of Crime:

Generation of proceeds of crime by raising funds from abroad

aswell asfromIndia asa part of criminal conspiracy.

Acquisition & possession of proceeds of Crime in his personal
as well in the accounts of his family members. Projection of the
proceeds of crime as untainted by projecting himself as Islamic
scholar and activities of IDC as assisting people for
conversion. He projected his trust Fatimah Charitable

Foundation as the front for charity.

12.5. Mohd. Umar Gautam and his organization namely
Isamic Dawah Cenire and Fatimah charitable Foundation
have been knowingly and directly involved in the continuing
activities and processes connected with the said proceeds of
crime and have been directly enjoying the said proceeds of
crime by its concealment, possession, acquisition, use and

projection as untainted property.
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12.6. Mohd. Uinar Gautam's organization namely Islamic
Dawah Centre and Fatimah charitable Foundation have
also been knowingly and directly involved in the
continuing activities and processes connected with the
said proceeds of crime and have been directly enjoying
the said proceeds of crime by its concealment,
possession, acquisition use and projection as untainted
property.

12.7. Thus, Mohd. Umar Gautam Islamic Dawah Centre and
Fatimah charitable Foundation have committed the offence of
Money Laundering as defined under section 3 read with
section 70 of the PMLA, 2002 and they are liable to be
prosecuted and punished under section 4 of PMLA, 2002.
It ¢ foh g $olo =TT gRT I ARYUS W ATWG<H &
foeg T ot foran St gar &1

2. T[T STETIR STeTH FHIEHI-

i, 98 TSI | YAiaRuT / faarg YHIuS SR e o Tl qud &
T H I o T 1|

ii. 98 W B Ik 9H & dR H TAd ARAT deeh, IFRAd UG
BT, T aahe 3R &Hehl e IahT X TRad=T &l TaT ol

iii. 3T 3 YA & Ldl-caaratl o TAgid ol Tetd diich & TEdd (o
AT I3R! A=A BT D fhaT a1 S&A™ ol 39 AT o THATH
o o ¥U H U R

iv. I8 YR TN o STTell YHIGRUT G&drast 3R fdarg JAToT
ST feRU




VERDICTUM.IN

CRLA No. 4008 of 2024
30

V. 3Y 373 YHTALOT 1T & 38 1A o [T [T, I TMad g7 oy off
s A

Vi. 3G9 ¥ I TTeTd AT ahih, Uiled Hifed et ol SY-UHTeh

39T ¥ URRad-T & feam)

Vii. 98 AEEET H T aTet IR-HRAAH NI ohl S-UHRIR, Ik &H

I TTeTd ARAT Fleh, STa~H ol WY fa@rent qe TSl <l dlerd oo

3% eI Ugdiah? 3-1chl 4 TRvad ahelal T 3R Ich ¥H gfedd ohl

GfcThche STRT & T T

Viii. 98 ST o FepTg-Ta Y STt ShedT am|

ix. TfeaTen B39 @ie, 7 fiwett # Sodlo 3 & Ho-ECIR/14/STF/-
2021 H HoUHoTdoTo H-IATUSRT H 3R U3 UEdd fohan &, [l
TEe! B A9 9 Uesf &-173 & ¥ § Iifad [hal 8| 388 3HR
A ohl YfAehT o1 9uiH FRd gy for & fob-

12.8. Mufti Qaz Jehangir Qasmi has been actively assisting in
the activities of religious activities carried out by IDC. He
admitted to have associated with Islamic Da'wah center in the
year 2011. He was issuing Conversion certificates under his

sign and seal.

12.9. It is very evident that Mufti Qazi Jehangir Qasmi was
very well aware about the activities of illegal conversion
carried out by Islamic Dawah Centre and was instead part of

the activities of IDC and was close to Mohd. Umar Gautam.

12.10.Qazi Jehangir Qasmi has been knowingly and directly
involved in the continuing activities and processes connected

with the said proceeds of crime.

12.11. Qazi Jehangir Qasmi has committed the offence of
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Money Laundering as defined under section 3 of the PMLA,
2002 and they are liable to be prosecuted and punished under
section 4 of PMLA, 2002.

JeeraH1g 2 T fagr dodlo =maTerd grRT 3t SRS W 31f9Rh &
foeg T ot foran S g &1

3. TWEHE G I% FWEH 99-

i. 98 Uch TR HHAT! & TR TR TeAT 3718, UH. UeT. 3R,
faett H g & ¥ H =iehdl o TaT 9T

ii. 3T ARMUT Aged ISl <l AGG & Hichideh T, &H ohl TTeld
RN, S YA, Tells AR YAH] o A1egH d HIuel §h
TIERICT o Hoh-afeR B ol Y 4H URad- |

iii. 3T ATSEIT (TR AT Te) gRI AAY U A YHi=dd Hoh-
FieRT o STTell SXdTae] S-aT= aeT 3 &dTasli o Tefes @ o off Aeg
&

iv. 3T YR @Rl o THeT W ol TehR o UldEY & o0 |
& foham a1 378 YA o¥d gU S foh TR IE YHIRT &
1 & et o i 81

V. 98 Y gHIaRuT fdfeshe & UHE Fed o7 Hifh g8 Hichldah

HIST T IUANT ek Hoh-aieR Uifedl bl Herdl Ugl Y 3kl oH
TR erdT ol

4. TETEER AT -
i, T8 TR H Uh.UH.ESH, IcUmel ol fddves 3R T.UE.TH.3MTE. (
AR e STk JReA STt 32am) e oo &1 &t o

ii. 3O a9 2018 ¥ ¥ 2021 & Hed gaTall o H1ead & 37U faesft
TN T AT 62 IS U hl RIS UTed |
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iii. TETge = gaTell o1 U AMHGh HI. IF TaH i Fedl |
HI. IAR TIGH GRT 38 & 1 IUGNT HEATHYhl oh HILTH & 7Y
YHTAROT ol TTTATATERAT oh TaTeld dheel H Tohal STTaT &

iv. T8 39 Ay AR f&feehe ol faadive 21

v. 35 faeg gfor @ Seil, Sue agien &), TorTd & U,
3.3, TR 11196010210013 3=wid ¥RI-153 T(1), 201, 4086,
465, 467, 471, 120+ 9 114 HI&d T HURY TSiichd &1

Vi. Ufeare BReW e, T3 Reet H Zodlo q Hy  Ho-
ECIR/14/STF/2021 & HoTHoTwoTo H-Iciug i & 3T us7 T
fora €, St usmaelt § sAfeRieH 3 eef #-173 o ¥ § &ifed
Toram €1 3EH IR 7T ohl Y{fFehl ST 9UI id gU fetar ¢ fob-

12.12. Sallahuddin Zeinuddin Sheikh was the managing trustee
of AFMI. He was misusing trust funds and his position and was
knowingly involved in layering of funds which were ultimately
made available by him to Mohd. Umar Gautam through
Hawala channels. It is also important here to mention that he
was very well aware about the activities of Mohd. Umar
Gautam through Islamic Dawah Centre (IDC). Even after
knowing the usage of funds which were facilitated through him,
he kept on providing Mohd Umar Gautam the illegal funds
received from abroad and misused the FCRA account of the
AFMI Trust. The primary goal for using Hawala channel by
Sallahuddin was to conceal both the funding activity and the
nature of funded activity. He further manipulated and
misappropriated the funds of AFMI trust. He was receiving

huge fund from Dubai through Hawala Channel in the name of
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AFMI trust, which was never accounted for in the books of
AFMI trust with the intention to conceal it from government

authorities.

12.13. Sllahuddin Zeiruddin Sheikh and his trust namely
ARMI Charitable Trust have been knowingly and directly
involved in the continuing activities and processes connected
with the said proceeds of crime and have been directly assisted
in the process of concealment, possession acquisition and use

of proceeds of crime and projection as untainted property.

12.14. Thus, Sallahuddin Zeinuddir. Sheikh and his trust
namely AFMI Charitable Trust have committed the offence of
Money Laundering as defined under section 3 read with
section 70 of the PMLA, 2002 and they are liable to be
prosecuted and punished under section 4 of PMLA, 2002.

Il & foh fagH oglo =MATerd gRT Ih ARTUUS W (WG &
foeg T ot foran St g &1
5. Ager WieAT 3t VIget IIgHe-
i, AEA AT 7 STUAT &F URGA e o SIG TSSO o a1

et Aeel @ael HIhicT (THUATH) Ued o 3ER el 3t
TETgel H UgH dTel Hoh-afeR B ol Y YHI-aRuT §1& e faa|

ii. 3G Hichideh HIHT T IUGNT ek H] TTad, A Iudl, [
TSI el U TRed |
iii. 3T 4 I TeTd ARAT I dAT IFRAT UG, Yo HR gHb!

qoY Uifedl ol g UiadsT | T gah-afeR g1 & hRUT 3
Hichideh TN o1 3 o1, Sk ATegH & Tg A qh-dieR]
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iv. FEAMHYH I, IW TdH A1 REE UG & T et Ia-
STAlfeh QT Her (AESIN) o Hredd A Hoh-afeR eri=and

HECTHTI oh STl G Tdst ST a7 3eh TSTe’H H T 7eg i

6. H~] 91&a-

i, 37U YAI-ARUT & e H] UTad o Heel el HIchieT (THUATH) T
1 IUANT Hich A1TST S HIH1Se! H UgH dTed Heh-S(8R B! bl 34y
YHT=RUT S[& e feam|

ii. 9% fég ¥ 3R I9ch Sdl-SIdTel Shl YA o TaT T
iii. 3T HEATHYH UG HIeT o A1 HeTehy AT Tear i gH

R e H TERIdT bl | STa AT Tl bl W el T I8k

Hd H O STel T JT 519 AT I[odT add HIFYR ST 3Tg gl AT

TS IGh! TR-IR GaTd SR Akl ST gl AT fob a8 forg o & amqd =1
e uTy|

7. TS TR hide b ATH-

i, UTE THWR L A AU gH YR & J1¢ T AT ATl hisR
HR T8 ARl dhiae ol Hft g gfeacH e o

ii. 3G G hl TTeTd SATEAT bl T Tl 3R GHeRT dehe T ol o
RIEEREETRIN

iii. 3T T iR I o foig arar nfafafeat sk arffe Rad
-G HRIHH ARNTSTd e o folu o TRIfoat ot gmef fora
qUT 9 T YAl o AlgHTHS o [T ST ST dwed g
AN fohal ST ated Rad Te-gita Ui | |ftaferd gaim ol

iv. YR H 3T (URTA) A TMUT T o foly, I deeudt ik
HATESU] FLAH! TRAYL IUQh HTAR HeA-HdeATh! IR IHedl-37cl-
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THHT oh! faaRYRT ST UTe e 38T &

v. Tk sifedt & g Teaifees der e & fheria fawraw (
TATEHT-SITST) bl STd e T8l AT g il hisd AMgH TG
YA HiAR Ik HAGH & HGEA el ToHcHH & SUHG g3 ¢l
Hifear wiget H Hise AT o6l ATHG<h YIS THYR HIAR hl AT
q TR A aRM R Th.UE.0d. 6l RU & AR Aars JHH

Tt TRt

Vi. 98 HERTS B S&TiHeh gal Tre ol LITRET TATUT el 918 @l o,
Srd sifa @ stfdas ann § IR gRem g & ufd giues &
HIeH § YH Tl o &l TTeld AT, Yelisd AR gHeh] e &
HIeAH § Ieonl GRAT oH § YH{-aR0T AT S bl 39 & | 1,
I MAT & AfARTh HIR ATTH, TRTST IGellg M8, FHAH HEHI
It YO F=a] qAT 4IRS Tifd=a I STy gRT &l Hedi fohdT S
T8 |

8. HILR ATeTH-

i, PR AT 4 IR- GRTA gHf I TeTd AT, Yl AR YA
SR AT ol g Ufdc ol H Te3ITSg<hl Sl Tt o &

ii. 3T Ta-gHi=ARd A o T grar fafafadr ik arftfer Rad
T gIIGR IIshH AT d o TelT a3 aigehi ol el foa|

iii. STIUT WIS hl Heg I 98 B1. IR ol X &l TTeid SareT 3iY

Ol e S | URafdd e hl hIfAT & 38T o qer 3ida:

IR A1 g URAd- FIaR Ueh JRAH sl I ITeh! AGT T dl
T

iv. T Aifedl & I FeaAfogeh Uiig diae & fheri faamemT (

TS STSTT) bl ST o 8T 91| SAifedl wisel # Hisg 3Tarst &l
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HUGhH HILR HATH ohl A A TR HA I W Th.TH.Td. hl
RUIE o SFTAR AT A Uil 74T

9. FHAT HEAH IF YT -

i, A IR 3% YT 9 T8 Ueh gHf=Rd JETHH 2l

ii. 98 HERTY H SEATHeh SraT Ter h QT T e H AT WG]
T FEANT & TG 2T

iii. 3T Fa-gATIRT TIARH! & fig grar Tfdfafea R arftfes fad
7T Qe HTAhA TSI e o TelY 3 AT b1 FHe feham|
iv. 98 Tifed W &S I ARSIE § o 7T 3R I T9 UgH & iy
ATy o

10. TS STeeTE TE-

i, TS STeTTE QT8 3 IR- AR gHi hl TTeld SAREAT, Telld 3R
YR Gohe TINTI b & URac ahel § TaatTSighl ol Wedi fondT &
ii. 3T Ta-gAi-aRd A o iy grar fafafaar sk arftfer Rad
7T gIeR HTAhA TSI e o felY 3 AT oh1 FHef feham|

iii. 9 O T Ueh Siaek & 3R HERTY o JaaHTdd H Teh (odi-ich aalral
&1 T 31U Tl & 31 aret IR-FRTH Al bl o ohl Tetd ATREAT
. T T AT TR TRk hl 3TN &l 9 TTeld diich o S&TTd 4 &l

U d UHIX he gl AT|

iv. 3T TR-GR ywl <Rl TToTd SAREAT Y qAT QATST BT TeHT I

BT, IR ol 3T 4H H gHi~aRd it HReTH cTghl & 3Tl LMTal

AN

V. 3G HIdEA B § U Hifedl SAg g3 ¢ fSaH 98 Toh 3=
Higet () T 4 Bl TTeld SRS, TR & Tl 3R e i 37T
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FT 2 e ey af § gai-aiid o @1 & d97 3idd: 394 39
Afeell 9 Ik ded ol Herdl Ul faan 3o Hifedr wigd # Hise
SATATST T AT TRl TeelTE RATE ohl HATATS & TR e i TR
THTAUA hl RUIE o SATER HATaTST TH URi 14T

11. HIATT SHeliH (erehl-

i. 98 373y YA TAfSche o1 ARCEHTES 3R YRd &1 999 93T 418
gl

ii. I8 STHIIT SHTH dell-3edTg ¢ 3R Talael Uid ded (Si.arat.) &

HEATUS &

iii. I8 STTHIT SHTH Tell-3elT8 2 oh HIETH I &g Heed| ol ddred
&Y TET T TR I TS| T SEAHTA Y U A T bl & gfega-
TR & el e TaT |

iv. 39 a8 2006 & 2021 o R SHITd SHH dalSedld 2 o
faf9r=1 @i # $ud 2,16,71,200/- el

V. 39 AU o HIeIH & STl ol 3&A 4H § gHi=aRd e &
foIU 31 @ ol 59 Rl | oI 39T o, fSi=8 98 <1 hadT ol anll
I Y FY Y ZEAH 4H H gHIRT I & 39 A & folg 98 7oA
39 arsal ¥ it IucTsy HeTdT oT| g 9dT S5l bl Ieh Wid H 37

Tehe T STTaT e

Vi. 3T IR U 3R vRa & fafa=r oo # 92 Tum ue < ot e
BIEEREETRIN

Vi, IHHT 3T AU kI & HiemH § IR-RAA ¥Hi & ANl H
SEAT gH T 379 HT~RUT el 8T hl STYIRSIhT hl Seat-T 37T
Y gHIARUT <l TTdfaferRT sl FeTfeid Shich 4T bl AT g8 HauTHeh

TR hl STUGEY F ARIT Tl HI[A AN F=AT T
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viii. I8 W S facelt Feafgt & aro @rd # Wit ey et
iX. T Jood difed! | a8 IR-IRAH ol & IR § THT R 9607 §
gl & 3R g Tl 6 b "HEedH! 4 900 Hiel & TG THY deh YR
W T TR 21 3 T qaeme B ag afard e (wel-u-a)
& T gl g gRem wour TenfUa foran siu difed wige & Hise
HATATST Sl ATHGhH HIAHT HelH [EIh] hl AT F TR e e
TR 1.0, T, <l RUIE & SR SATETST, FA Ui 71|

X. S0 G & Ueh 3ffedl foreTd sR1e gan &, fored ag fordt sttt
Zfh § YHI=RT & IR H ST o 8T & AR "1l g AT qAdR” hl
fammeymar &1 Tl # @1 g1 A wigd H HiGE AT
H9Gh HIAHT et fEETn! ohl ATarel & TR A = IR LU,
.U, &l RUIK o AR HATaTsT FHH Ut 1T

Xi. 3G AT <l et URESAT Fich fafSi=~ YTitich THarEl bl Wil
! &8 UgATS AR AN Fg1d ol forg fea

Xii. 384 AUl J&dh "HAYeh! A AUh! JaT H' # forg o &
JgaddIg H a9 3@ dTel Afch bl ol 9941 &, Ffddi bl e
Fd 9 I TR 21 HAT Rl AR qAT 378 Yol dTell Sl HHIAR T
TR

12. FTERTS Tt ST -

i, TREIST 37! ST o Ueli= 3R & <hl el AT ahdeh @il &l
¢ qRad- el

ii. 98 Teliae Ui Ee¥ ST Sl YeE e 8T o7 3R 39 §E 1 &
TTeH I ST ol ¥H TRkad- ol 28T o

iii. T8 FEATHYTh HICTHT heitH fHEehl & Q1S o U & 4l g o &l
Tl 39 B & [T 38 SI-ad A dal 3ol oo & 9 off erd




VERDICTUM.IN

CRLA No. 4008 of 2024
39

Sf

iv. 3G a1 Ul Rl RIS fohdl 3R 31dY yHiaRor fafafet |
HEATYH HIeTHT ShellH TGl ot Fedi fra|

V. 394 guf=aRd @ i griaRor Tfafafedl iR qEdrdsiieer §
BEECIPECEN

Vi. 3k HIdSd B & Ueh GEATAS] SRIHG g1 & ToldH gHiw=aR0l o

IehH (dTERTSTT) ST TRUT G, 3eeied 3ifchd &l

13. €fiesT Tiifde o STeTy-

i &fieST Mg a SATATY T YHi=dRd JReTd & q1 I8 goHuaH,
TRATH 3R ST STd STefehe Tl ol &H TieddH i

ii. 3T AT Tt I IR qaTa Sletehe 3R ATAT dahe I S&l™ |
Ui o i IR |

iii. 98 AIQ YAi=ARd THAHHI oh [1q Teh SEIEHTY P Feral 7|
14. @t. G A-

i, . TeiH, JE ATAGh AT Shalld [HEIhT 1 ggar o

ii. 3T ATNG<H AT FHein [Aghl dy yAiaeor Tidfafdr |
3IgT U feha|

iii. 3T gfetd & U & U heltm [AE1hT Sl AUAT HidTgd i
JUCTSY AT qAT I U HIGTSe o HIEHH & NIl oh GHI=ARUT <l
T SO e H Reré o cereud W AS S 3w HieTsd i
TeT T eae & SRS & |

iv. STl TIged | HIS[G TGS Sl ATHIH A, FellH I A

TR A IR TR THUHTA bl UK o AR 3Arare] FH Uit
el
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15. T LA AR -

i. g fauy ¥u & wigensti & yHi=Rul fig = @ 31 SRl &
SIS H Fgd I el |

ii. 98 ATG<H HIAHT FHeid [l o qe=7 a5 (Y9 uRad e
EVEN

iii. 3T R-YRT &l P Teld AR, TelloH 3R Yo S @l
1 YH TR e H FeHATHhI hT HednT foa ¢

16. 3TEFT IHT-
i, MU egeell IR Teh B AT YT IAk U FHAS o F hig
iy el o T off Ia 31U wRdi 3k faceh weaifat & eram
78 oG S0 Tt U 3R 39 U8 ol SEaATe 319y gHf=aRuT &
Tiafafe= # fomar STt 3% fUdr /1. I 7iian 9 fikie & 3= dei
FRGCIRISIRG T

ii. 3T FEAMAGH Y. IR TNdH o gl W gHi=da/difSdr Hi shar
H I8 49 IUAY AT S I9 AR 3R faesl ettt @ v

g3 AT

iii. 3T 31U T M. I MaH T 3= AT bl TR &
YId il <l TRl & 994 & [T 30 qRd UTesd & @id | 19
HE q7 384 37 Tl Al SEAAT ATHGHI0T Rl Fedal o fag
E

iv. 3T AT I HIE HYT = Id U |l 6 IFeT-3AHT doh @rdl bl

ANt foRar 3R fedties 14-8-2020 @ 27-5-2021 da 37U+ 37 R
UHYTTRT &1l | 6,85,830/- TUT &l fadeft 4-=ifeY ured <l

40. So far as we have gone through the material on record in the light of

submissions made by learned counsel for the appellants and we have also



VERDICTUM.IN

CRLA No. 4008 of 2024

41
perused the judgment under appeal and have also taken into consideration
the fact that the appellants have undergone more than 4 years 6 months

imprisonment till date during trial and after conviction in jail custody.

41. The appellants, namely, Mohd. Saleem, Rahul Bhola @ Rahul
Ahmad, Mannu Yadav and Kunal Ashok Chaudhari @ Atif, have not
been convicted for charge under Section 121A IPC. On perusal of
seriousness of allegations and supporting evidence adduced during trial
and inference of learned trial court thereon, we find that we are of the
considered opinion that the charges against the appellants, namely, (1)
Mohd. Umar Gautam, (2) Mufti Qazi Jhangeer Qasmi, (3)
Sallahuddin Jainuddin Sheikh, (4) Prasad Rameshwar Kawre @
Adam, (5) Maulana Kaleem Siddiqui, (6) Irfan Shaikh @ Irfan
Shaikh, (7) Kauser Alam and (8) Dr. Faraz Babullah Shah are of very
serious in nature. Allegations and nature of evidence in respect of
offences in question is compartively on lighter side in respect of other
accused persons, who are said to be their associates and were connected
with them. Therefore, we do not find any plausible reason to enlarge them

on bail at post conviction stage in the present criminal appeal.

42. As a result, appellants, namely, (1) Mannu Yadav, (2) Abdullah
Umar, (3) Dheeraj Govindrao Jagtap, (4) Bhoopriya Bando @ Ardlan
Mustafa, (5) Sarfaraz Ali Jafri, (6) Mohd. Saleem, (7) Kunal Ashok
Chaudhari @ Atif and (8 ) Rahul Bhola deserve to be released on ball
in the light of totality of facts and circumstances of the case, the role
atributed to them, the evidence regarding overact committed by them in

the alleged offences.

43. Consequently, bail applications of appellants, namely, (1) Mohd.
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Umar Gautam, (2) Mufti Qazi Jhangeer Qasmi, (3) Sallahuddin
Jainuddin Sheikh, (4) Prasad Rameshwar Kawre @ Adam, (5)
Maulana Kaleem Siddiqui, (6) Irfan Shaikh @ Irfan Shaikh (7)
Kauser Alam, (8) Dr. Faraz Babullah Shah are hereby rejected.

44. Let the appellants, namely, (1) Mannu Yadav, (2) Abdullah Umar,
(3) Dheeraj Govindrao Jagtap, (4) Bhoopriya Bando @ Ardan
Mustafa, (5) Sarfaraz Ali Jafri, (6) Mohd. Saleem, (7) Kunal Ashok
Chaudhari @ Atif and (8) Rahul Bhola convicted in the aforesaid
sessions trials be released on bail on their furnishing a personal bond and
two sureties each in the like amount to the satisfaction of the court

concerned with following conditions:

(i) They will deposite their passports, if issued and not earlier deposited,

before the tria court;

(it) They will cooperate in the hearing of the appeal and will not seek

adjournment on insufficient grounds.

(iii) they will not leave the country without permission of this Court.

(iv) they will not indulge in similar criminal activities during the period

they remain on bail in their respective criminal appeals.

45. In case of breach of any of the conditions, the prosecution shall be at

liberty to move cancellation of bail.

46. As regards fine, out of total fine imposed by the learned trial court,
50% fine shall be deposited by the appellants, who are directed to be
released on bail within two months of thier release from jail pursuant to

the present bail order and remaining 50% fine shall remain stayed. If 50%
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fine is not deposited within the aforesaid stipulted period, the bail grantrd
to the appellants shall stand cancelled and they shall be arrested and sent

to jail to serve out the sentence.

47. Accordingly, aforesaid applications are disposed of.

Order on memo of appeal

48. Summon the trial court records, if the same has not been summoned

earlier.
49. Let paper book be prepared after receiving the trial court records.

50. List the appeal for hearing in the first week of January, 2027.

(Ram Manohar Narayan Mishra,J.) (Rajesh Singh Chauhan,J.)
November 4, 2026
KR



