


























































































































































































1 R.C.C. No.398/2002
State/Pawan and others
Below Exh. No.992 

Deposition of witness No. 23 for the State

I do hereby state on solemn affirmation that :
Name - Madhukar Pralhad Kadam
Age - 61 years, Occupation – Retired PHC
R/o - Bhoom, Tq. Bhoom, Dist. Dharashiv (Osmanabad)

Examination-in-chief of witness by APP Shri. V.S.Shevalkar

1. On 08.05.2002 I was working as police constable at City

Police Station. At that time Shri. B.B.Reddy was working as police

inspector.  I  was  working  as  his  assistant.  On 08.05.2002 Cr.No.

106/2002 was  registered for  the  offences  punishable under  Sec.

406,409,420 r/w 34 of IPC. The investigation was assigned to police

inspector Shri. B.B.Reddy.  Police inspector B.B.Reddy is died prior

to 3-4 years.  During investigation I had made correspondence with

the Osmanabad District Central Co-Operative Bank, as per the order

and  instruction  of  police  inspector  Shri.  Reddy.   The  said

correspondence was in my hand writing  and it bears signatures of

police  inspector  Reddy.  On  20.05.20002  statement  of  witness

Kashinath  Nivrutti  Gore  was  recorded.   On  18.05.2002  seizure

panchanama  was  prepared  in  my  hand  writing  in  respect  of

documents  produced on demand by  the Chief  Officer  of  District

Central  Co-operative  Bank.  The  witness  is  shown  seizure

panchanama vide Exh. 684.  The said panchanama is in my hand

writing. It bears signature of police inspector Reddy.  I recognize his

signature as  I  have  worked with  him.  Thereafter  on 01.07.2002

statement  of  witness  Laxman  Maruti  Pawar  was  recorded.  On

03.06.2002 the  receipt  of  purchase  of  securities  was  seized and

seizure panchanama was prepared at the office of Home Trade Ltd.
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at Washi New Bombay.  Witness is shown the seizure panchanama

dt. 03.06.2002.  The said panchanama is in my hand writing.  It

bears signature of police inspector Reddy.  I recognize his signature

as I have worked with him. The signature of police inspector Reddy

on  seizure  panchanama  dt.  03.06.2002  is  marked  at  Exh.  993.

Thereafter  on  19.08.2002  the  proceeding  book  of  Osmanabad

District  Central  Co-operative  Bank  produced  by  police  constable

Kolekar  in  the  police  station  was  seized.  Witness  is  shown  the

seizure panchanama dt. 19.08.2002.  The said panchanama is in my

hand  writing.   It  bears  signature  of  police  inspector  Reddy.   I

recognize his signature as I have worked with him. The signature of

police inspector Reddy on seizure panchanama dt.  19.08.2002 is

marked  at  Exh.  994.  On  18.08.2002  letter  was  issued  to

Maharashtra State Co-operative Bank, Mumbai calling information

about the day book extract and the name of the officer who has

signed it. Witness is shown the letter dt. 18.08.2002.  The said letter

is in my hand writing. It bears signature of police inspector Reddy.

I recognize his signature as I have worked with him. The signature

of police inspector Reddy on letter dt. 18.08.2002 is marked at Exh.

995.  In accordance with the said letter the Maharashtra State Co-

operative Bank, Mumbai had providing information about the day

book extract of the bank and the name of the officer.  Thereafter on

14.09.2002  the  specimen  of  signatures  were  sent  to  the  hand

writing  expert  for  investigation  Witness  is  shown  the  letter  dt.

14.09.2002.  The said letter is in my hand writing. It bears signature

of  police  inspector  Reddy.   I  recognize  his  signature  as  I  have

worked with him. The signature of police inspector Reddy on letter
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dt.  14.09.2002  is  marked  at  Exh.  996.  After  completion  of

investigation Police Inspector Reddy filed charge sheet against the

accused in the court.

Cross examination of the witness by Adv.Shri. B.S. Jagap for
Accused No. 3 

2.  It is true to say that I have not personally investigated the

present offence.   It is true to say that an offence has been registered

against me under the provisions of Prevention of Corruption Act.  It

is not true to say that all the contentions of examination in chief are

false.  

Cross- examination of witness by Adv.Shri. S.S.Tambe 
for accused No. 4 

3. It is true to say that I was not having written order for

doing correspondence. Witness volunteers that he has only written

the contents of letter.  It is true to say that it is not mentioned in the

letters or statements that the correspondence or statements is in my

hand writing. I have not filed documentary proof to show that I was

assisting Shri. B.B.Reddy at the time of incident. It is not true to say

that I have not done any work during the investigation of present

offence and only to support the prosecution I am deposing falsely.

It  is  not  true  to  say  that  I  am  deposing  falsely  that  seizure

panchanama and correspondence are in my hand writing.  It is not

true to say that I am deposing falsely that I recognize the signature

of Investigating Officer Police Inspector Shri. Reddy. It is not true to

say that I am deposing falsely .
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Cross- examination of witness by Adv.Shri. A.D.Gapat 
for accused No.5 

4. Adopted the cross examination conducted for accused No.

3 and 4 on behalf of accused No. 5.

Cross- examination of witness by Adv.Shri. B.R.Mane
for accused No.7

5.  It is true to say that I have not filed any documentary

proof on record that on 03.06.2002 we visited the office of Home

Trade Ltd., at Washi, Mumbai.  Witness volunteers that the seizure

panchanama prepared there is filed on record. An entry was taken

in the station diary before going to the office of Home Trade Ltd.

The copy of said entry is not filed on record.   It is true to say that I

have  not  personally  seized the  receipts  of  purchase  of  securities

from the office of Home Trade Ltd.   It is true to say that I have not

filed any documentary proof on record to show that I was on duty

on 03.06.2002.  It is not true to say that during investigation I had

not  visited the office  of  Home Trade Ltd.  and also nothing was

seized there.   It is not true to say that panchanama was prepared in

the police station. It is not true to say that I am deposing falsely that

the panchanama is in my hand writing and it bears signature of

police inspector Reddy.   It is not true to say that in order to assist

the prosecution I am deposing falsely.

Cross- examination of witness by Adv.Shri. P.D.Umbare

for accused No.8

6. Adopted the cross examination conducted for accused No.

3,4,5 and 7 on behalf of accused No. 8.
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Cross- examination of witness by Adv.Shri. V.V.Shinde
for accused No.9

7. It is not true to say that I am deposing falsely that the

seizure  panchanamas,  statements  and  correspondence  bear

signatures of Investigating Officer Reddy. It is not true to say that

the seizure panchanamas,  statements and correspondence do not

bear signatures of Investigating Officer Reddy.  I was not having

written  order  from  Investigating  Officer  Reddy  for  writing

panchanama, statement and correspondence.  It is true to say that I

am not the Investigating Officer of the present offence.  It is not true

to say that I  had not visited the office of Home Trade Ltd.  And

nothing was seized there.  It is not true to say that without having

any right of investigation, I am deposing falsely on the basis of false

documents. It is not true to say that no seizure was conducted and

no seizure panchanama was prepared as stated in the examination

in chief.  It is not true to say that I cannot recognize the signatureor

Investigating  Officer  Reddy.   It  is  not  true  to  say  that  all  the

statements in examination in chief are false.  

Cross- examination of witness by Adv.Shri. P.M.Nalegaonkar
for accused No.10

8.  It is true to say that I am not having any right to conduct

any investigation in respect of present offence. The statements of

witnesses Kashinath Gore and Laxman Pawar have been recorded by

Investigating  Officer  Shri.  Reddy.  There  is  signature  of  mine  or

endorsement  on  the  statements  in  order  to  show  that  the  said

statements are in my hand writing.  It is true to say that  the seizure

panchanama and correspondence stated in examination in chief do
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not bear my signature.  It is true to say that Investigating Officer

Reddy had not given written order to me for preparing panchanama

or recording statements or for doing correspondence. It is not true

to say that I am deposing falsely.  

Cross examination completed.

Re-Examination: Nil

                                   R.O. & A.C.

    Sd/- 

Date:-16-10-2025          ( Smt. Pradnya V. Medhe)
                                   Jt. Addl.Chief Judicial Magistrate

                    Osmanabad.


