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PW-13 Statement of  C. Pradeep Kumar  No.263, M.C., PP
City Solan, District  Solan, H.P. 

                On oath 
              04.08.2026

I  am  posted  as  M.C.  in  P.P  City  Solan  since

December,  2019.  On 26.12.2024, I  entered  GD entry No.22  in

official computer, the computer  output of which is  Ex.P-60/PW13.

In this  regard  I issued  certificate Ex.P-61/PW13, on which  I

identify  my  signature in red circle. 

XXX  Cross  examination  by  Sh.  Maneesh  Sharma,

learned counsel for  the accused. XXX 

It  is incorrect  that  neither  I  entered  the GD entry

No.22  nor  I remained posted  in P.P. City Solan.  It is  incorrect

that   Ex.P-61/PW13  is   a fabricated  document. 

RO&AC           (Sharad  Kumar  Lagwal)
          Special Judge, Solan, H.P. 
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PW-14 Statement  of   HC Manoj   Negi   No.110, I.O.  Police
Post  Dagshai,  Police  Station  Dharampur,  District
Solan, H.P.

                On oath 
             04.08.2026

During the year  2024, I remained posted   as Head

Constable/I.O. in   SIU,  Solan.  On 26.12.2024, I  alongwith HC

Dinesh,  C. Puneet and  C. Ajay  was on patrolling  duty  in the

City  Limits  of   Solan in  official  vehicle   being driven by  HHC

Bheem.  At   around  6:00 PM,   when  we  were present  near

Police  Post  Saproon, I   received  a secret information that a

person by the name of Dheeran  residing  in a building of Neeraj

situated  at  Kaleen, Ward No.13,  Solan is indulged in the trade of

Charas. I got  this  information   reduced  into writing which is

Ex.P-26/PW5  through HC Dinesh and  sent  it  to Dy.S.P. Solan

through C.  Puneet.  Then we  went  to  Kaleen at  the house of

Neeraj  at  6:30 PM. In the verandah  we  found   two persons

talking  to each other. I   disclosed  to them  about  the secret

information  and  associated  them  for the purpose of search  of

the house of  accused Dheeraj. The names of those witnesses

are  Neeraj  and Anshul.  Then we went  to Room No.4. I and  HC

Dinesh   simultaneously  knocked  the  door,  on  which   Dheeraj

came  out.  Accused Dheeraj is the same person who is visible on

the  video   screen.  I   disclosed  to  him   about  the  secret

information.  Thereafter, we including the independent witnesses

gave our  search to the accused  vide memo Ex.P-1/PW1. Then

we  entered inside the room. I  searched the room on which  I

found  two  beds, one of the bed  was  in the direction of the

bathroom. On that  bed  there was  a bag lying on the pillow  side.

There were  four zips in that bag. On unzipping  the last column of

the bag there  were three square  articles wrapped  with light

yellow  micron bags.  On checking the substance inside  those

micron bags  it  was  detected  to be Charas. On weighment, it

was  measured to be 1.212 Kgs. The entire  Charas  alongwith

micron bags in  which it  was wrapped  was sealed in  a  cloth
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parcel  with three seals of  impression ‘Z’,  which was marked as

‘A-I’.  The bag in which these micron  bags containing  Charas

was  found  was  sealed  in  another  cloth parcel with  three seals

of  impression ‘Z’, which was  marked  as  ‘A-II’.  Thereafter, I filled

the NCB forms in triplicate. I have also took  specimens  of the

seals  on  separate   cloth  pieces,  one  of  which  is  Ex.P-2/PW1.

Thereafter,  the aforesaid sealed parcels   alongwith  NCB forms

and   sample  seals   were   seized   vide   memo  Ex.P-3/PW1.

Thereafter, I  prepared the information  Ex.P-24/PW3  regarding

seizure of the contraband  for  registration of the case and  sent it

to police station Sadar Solan  through  C. Ajay Pal. The  entire

proceedings  of  search and seizure  were done   by C. Ajay Pal.

After the registration of the case, HC Balbir  arrived at the scene. I

handed  over   the  case  property   contained  in  the  aforesaid

sealed  parcels, all  the documents  relating to search and seizure

and the custody of the accused  to HC Balbir  vide memo  Ex.P-

40/PW12.

At   this  stage,   Ld.  PP  produced  one  cloth  parcel

sealed  with  three  Court  seals, with a request to open the same.

Seals  are  intact.  Request considered and allowed.

On  opening   the  same,  two  transparent  pouches

containing  black  substance  and   three  brown  tapes  over

polythene and one yellow micron bag  came out.  The  Charas

Ex.MO-4  and  Ex.MO-5   was   wrapped   in  the  brown  tapes

Ex.MO-2, Ex.MO-3  and Ex.MO-10 which  were  there inside the

micron bag  Ex.MO-7,  which was placed inside the other bag

found  lying on the bed of the  accused Dheeraj. These  articles

were  sealed in parcel  Ex.MO-1.  

At  this stage,  Ld. PP produced another cloth parcel

sealed  with   two  Court  seals, with a request to open the same.

Seals  are  intact.  Request considered and allowed.

On opening  the same, a  bag  came out. Bag Ex.MO-

9 is the same in which the micron bag Ex.MO-7 containing  plastic
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tape  wraps   Ex.MO-2,  Ex.MO-3  and  Ex.MO-10   containing

Charas  Ex.MO-4 and Ex.MO-5   was  there.  It  was  sealed in a

parcel Ex.MO-8. 

XXX  Cross  examination  by  Sh.  Maneesh  Sharma,

learned counsel for  the accused. XXX 

 It is incorrect that nothing  was  recovered from the

alleged Room No.4  of the  alleged  building of Neeraj. I  had not

collected   any  rent  deed  from  the  owner  of  the  building

concerning the tenancy of the accused. I do not know the names

of  other  tenants  of the building. Ex.P-1/PW1 is not in my hand

but  in the hand of  HC Dinesh. It is correct that  my signature

appear  on it  within  red circle  ‘C’. The  reference  of  Room No.5

on Ex.P-1/PW1  is  wrongly mentioned. It is incorrect that  it is a

forged  document  as  no such search  was  given. Room No.5

does not  belong to accused Dheeraj.  It  is  incorrect  that   even

Room No.4 is  not   in  the tenancy  of   accused Dheeraj.  It  is

incorrect that  no independent  witness  was associated  for the

actual search. It is incorrect that  accused is  falsely  roped in this

case  being  an outsider  and  an  easy  prey. It is incorrect that

no information  as  alleged  was  received  against the accused. I

do not  know  who is  Mintu and  who is  Guddu. It is incorrect that

nothing incriminating  was  ever recovered  from the possession

of  the accused.  It is incorrect that  I am deposing falsely.

RO&AC           (Sharad  Kumar  Lagwal)
         Special Judge, Solan, H.P. 


