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+RC No. S18/99/E-0006

s CBI/SIU-VIII/ND
CBI v. Abhishek Verma
New Case No. 40/2016

09.11.2016

Statement of accused Abhishek Verma S/o Shri
Srikant Verma, aged about 49 years R/o
Appartment no. 406, Sanskar Appartment, Uttam
Nagar, New Delhi, u/s. 313 Cr.P.C

Without Oath.

QL. It has come in evidence against you thaﬁ
passport bearing no. A2200937 was initially issued to
you by the Passports Authority ‘and the originaﬂ
passport bearing no. A2200937 along with 1ts
additional booklet was handed over by you to the
Officers of Enforcement Directorate vide%
acknowledgment dated 16.07.1999 which is Ex.PW5/2.
What do you have to say?
Ans: It is correct that passport bearing no.
A2200937 along with additional booklet was issued to§
me by the passport authority but it is incorrect,that the§
same was handed over by me . to ED officers on
16.07.1999. 1In fact, photocopy was taken for
verification purposes and the original was handed oveﬂ

to me which is evidence from the summon served on,
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.me by the ED officers on 16.07.1999 in which I havq‘
1}’Jen asked to bring the original passport to the ED
office during my appearance. The income ta)F
authorities had raided my house on 16.07.1999 (earl;i}
morning) and remained in my house for about 40
hours. A panchnama was also prepared by them 111
which PW5 Shri PK. Suman had also signed as a
witness wherein the documents seized by the CBI
along with the passport were handed back to me.

Q.2.: It has further come in evidence against you
that thereafter you had lodged a false complaint}
application dated 23.08.1999, which is Ex. PW 4/1
regarding loss of your passport at P.S. Tuglak Road and
on the basis of the same NCR Ex.PW1/K was
registered. What do you have to say?
Ans: It is incorrect. In fact, I could not trace my
passport in the house as construction was going on and
had therefore filed the complaint with P.S Tuglak Road

regarding my passport being not traceable.,

Q.3. It has further come in evidence against you
that you had appeared before Shri K.C Jain, Notary
Public and sworn false affidavits Ex. PW1/L and Ex,
PWI1/N to the effect that your passport has been lost
and the said affidavits were attested by the Notary
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. Public. What do you have to say?
A It is incorrect that the affidavits were false as

the contents stated therein were true and correct. But
it is correct that the same were filed with the passpor’F

: |
office as a requirement by the PRO for issuance of a

duplicate passport.

Q4. It has further come in evidence against yOLjﬁ
that you had filed an application for issuance of
passport in lieu of lost passport in the prescribed forni
which is Ex. PW1/A representing that your original}
initial passport had been lost. What do you have td '
say ? . ‘
A, It is correct since I could not trace the original
at my house, I had therefore intimated the police anci
had also applied for a duplicate passport so that the
original could not be misused.

Q5. It has further come in evidence against yod
that the request letter for early issuance of passport in
your name which is Ex. PW1/G along with its
enclosures Ex.PW1/I and Ex.PW1/] (showing urgency
for issuance of passport) along with your verification
certificate (issued by Shri Tapash Dass Gupta) which is
Ex.PW1/H and copy of ration card Ex.PW1/M were also
submitted by you with the Passports Authority. What do
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_vou have to say?

11*34 It is correct that the documents mentloned

above may have been submitted by me or by my offlcq
staff while applying for the duplicate passport but thé
original of ration card as well as of the offer letter havet
not been produced. }

Q.6. It has further come in evidence against yod1
that you had approached PW8 Shri Pawan Kumar
Gupta, Assistant in the Passport Office and he had
guided you with respect to the procedure and thaf
documents required for issuance of duplicate passporﬂ
and had introduced you to the PRO of the Passporq
Office for help. What do you have to say? 1

A, It is correct,

Q.7. It has further come in evidence against you;
that the noting of Shri S.S Khanna for issuance of

passport in your favour is Ex. PW1/D. What do you
have to say?

A, I do not know.

Q8. It has further come in evidence against you

that the Passport Office received CID reiort vide diary
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no. 26490-A dated 15.09.1999 which is Ex. PWl/E

ung with your personal particular form Ex. PW1/F,
What do you have to say?
A. I do not know. However, my verification wast

conducted by CID.

Q.9. It has further come in evidence against yo@
that pursuant to your application and representationsi
passport no. B0130584 dated 15.09.1999 was issued in
your name which is Ex. PW1/0O whereupon at Ex.PW3/ l
at point A to A it was specifically mentioned that this*;
passport has been issued in lieu of passport noi
A2200937 dated 09.05.1997 (issued at Delhi) which
has been lost / reported to have been lost. What do yod
have to say? .

A. It is correct,

Q10. It has further come in evidence against you%
that RC bearing no. 6/99 dated 17.12.1999 was?
registered by CB! on the basis of source informationé
and the same is Ex. PW12/B. What do you have to say ?
A I do not know. In fact, this case is a false casdf
and politically motivated as my mother was a M.P an
that time and the Vice President of the Mahilai

Congress. The source information as stated by CBI is a
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~concocted story.
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Q11. It has further come in evidence against yofu
that file no. 13D/2346/97 dated 31.03.1997 regarding
issuance of passport no. A2200937 in your name wais
seized by IO Inspector R.K. Saha vide memo Ex.PWZ/P\
and the said file is ExPW2/A-1 and a letter dated
13.01.2000 written by Shri O.P. Galhotra, S.P, CBI to
RPO, Bhikaji Cama Palace in this respect is Ex.PW1 Z/D
What do you have to say ? |

A. [ do not know.

Q.12. It has further come in evidence against you
that file bearing no. 13D006311/99 pertaining to
issuance of passport no. B0130584 in your name
received by 10 from RPO, Bhikaji Cama Palace in terms
of fax message Ex. PW12/A. What do you have to say?
A, I do not know.

Q.13. It has further come in evidence against yoh
that file pertaining to issuance of passport nq)
B0130584 in your name was received by 10 pursuant tlo
Ex. PW 12/D and the said file is Ex. PW 12/E. What dp

you have to say? ( E !
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Ans: 1 do not know.
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Q14. It has further come in evidence against Syou

that HC Nathu Ram of PS Tuglak Road had han(jled
over documents - your application dated 23.08.1:999
addressed to SHO, PS Tuglak Road, Ex. PW 4/1, ;and
NCR Ex.PW1/K to the IO which were seized vide mé;,mo
Ex.PW7/A. What do you have to say? |

A. I do not know.

Q.15. It has further come in evidence against you
that you had confessed before PW 11 Virender Singh
Rawat, Advocate that you had obtained passport| no.
B130584 after giving a false affidavit and false NCR
lodged by you to the effect that your earlier passi)ort

liad been lost and you had surrendered your prev@ous
passport with Enforcement Directorate. What do !you
have to say?

Ans: It is incorrect. In fact, PW11 in his cjross
examination has admitted the fact that the ED offibers
had served the summons dated 16.07.1999 on md for
appearance before their office and there was speéciﬁc
direction in the said summons to bring the orié[inal
passport along. PWI11 has also stated that he éwas

provoked to make such statement before this court and
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no such statement was made by him before the CBI hs
?‘ the time of his deposition before the court hls
relations with me were sour. Nothing 1ncr1m1nat11i51g

has come in his testimony against me.

Q.16. It has further come in evidence against ybu
that afterwards on your request PW 11 Virender Singh
Rawat, Advocate had collected your original passpc@rt
no. B0130584 Ex. PW 1/0 from your Safdarjang Ofﬁ(ie/
Residence and handed over the same to CBI bn
18.12.1999 which was seized vide memo Ex.PW1 lAA
What do you have to say? .

A It 1s correct. However, at that time I was! 1n
custody of ED.

0Q17. It has further come in evidence against ybu
that your acknowledgment dated 16.07.19@9
(Ex.PW5/2) regarding handing over of passport ﬂo.
A2200937 to Enforcement Directorate was seized by [O
vide memo Ex.PW12/C. What do you have to say? '

A, It is incorrect. Only the photocopy of the
passport was taken by the ED officials and the origiﬁal
was handed back to the Income Tax officials who weilre

at that time present in my house as their raid was

going on. gy
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| {318. It has further come in evidence against you

that vide letter Ex. PW5/1 dated 11.01.2000 IO had
received attested photocopies of passport no. A
2200937 and other documents which are Ex.PW12/F
collectively from the Enforcement Directorate. What 4

you have to say? |

A: The IO has falsely implicated me in this casfe
on the instructions of senior officers. The or1g1nfal
passport has never been produced and no evidence hé:lS

been produced from the passport office for the same.

Q.19. It has further come in evidence against yqu
that IO took your specimen signatures/ handwriting :in
the presence of independent witnesses Shri R:P
Kaushik which are S1 to S-20/ Ex. PW12}G 1 to
Ex.PW12/G-20. What do you have to say?

A, It is correct.

-Q20. It has further come in evidence against yoiu
that questioned documents are Mark Q-1 to Q-8 in EX
PW1/A, Mark Q-0 to Q-12 in EX.PW1/E Mark Q-13 in
Ex.PW1/G, Mark Q-14 in Ex. PW1/I, Mark Q-15 in Ek
PW1/], Mark Q-16 and Q-17 in Ex.PW1/N and Mark O-
22 in Ex.PW4/1 and your admitted writings anjfd
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signatures are Mark A-1 in Ex. PW5/2. What do you
ﬁ&ve to say? ‘

A It is correct.

Q.21. It has further come in evidence against i,'ou
that your specimen signatures/ handwriting iﬁnd
admitted signatures/ handwriting along with Ethe
questioned documents Q1 to Q22 were sent to GE@D,
Shimla vide letter dated 28.01.2000, EX.PW10/A along
with annexure Ex. PW 12/H. What do you have to say?
A. I do not know.
Q22. It has further come in evidence against ji,zou
that GEQD opinion is Ex.PW10/B which was recei{ved
vide letter Ex.PW10/C and PW 10 opined that ?the
person who wrote the blue enclosed writings and
signatures stamped and marked S-1 to S-20 and Al
also wrote the red enclosed writings and signatu%res
similarly stamped and marked as Q-1 to Q-22. W?[hat
do you have to say?

A, It 1s a matter of record.

Q23. It has further come in evidence against }ifou
that sanction order issued by Shri N.N. Mehrotra,

Deputy Secretary, Government of NCT of Délhi
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pursuant to grant of sanction by the Lt. Governor of
NYOT of Delhi under the Passports Act is EX. PWG/A

What do you have to say? :

A. The sanction has been accorded in. a

mechanical manner without going through !:he

documents.

Q.24. Why the prosecution witnesses have depo?ed
against you ? |
A. They have deposed falsely.

Q.25. Do you want say anything else ?

A I have been falsely implicated in this case. 1
am from a political family and was also normnatec_l to
contest Lok Sabha elections in 1996 from Congress
Party. This case was politically motivated in 1999 as
Congress was in opposition during that period. I ‘@vas
also an Approver of the CBI in case No. RC-SIU8-1999-
E0001 under PC Act titled as “ CBI v. Ashok
Aggarwal”. During that period Ashok Aggarwal was
the Deputy Director of the Enforcement Directorate.
In order to prevent me from deposing against hlm as
an Approver to the CBI, Ashok Aggarwal usedéhis

influence and connections in his department to falsify

evidence and to create a controversy out of nothing.
The case No. RC-SIU8-1999-E0001 was registered in
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January, 1999 and immediately thereafter Ashiok
f\_) garwal started hounding me to tender false evidence
in the CBI office during investigation. I did not agree
to the same and thus the ED officials who were 1oyalé to
him had falsely implicated me. Ashok Aggarwal used
his influence also in the CBI after tendering my
statement u/s 164 Cr.P.C before the Ld. MM at Patiala
House Courts, Delhi. Ashok Aggarwal also ensured
that 10 cases of FERA are registered against me ohly
to pressurize me to depose in his favour in
abovementioned case. I did not misrepresent nor did 1
ever had any intentions to violate the Passport Act.
Even [ did not travel on the passport no. 80130§84
dated 15.09.1999 anywhere. The facts of the mattei:r in
brief are that on 16.07.1999 early morning Income J:ﬂ“ax
officials raided my mother's official residence wheﬁe I
was also residing. During the course of the raid ED
official Shri PX. Suman and one other official visiied
our premises and asked for my passport for veﬂﬁcatﬁon
and for getting its photocopy by them. The same was
handed over to them which they returned and fhe
Income Tax Officials through their panchanama clearly

" mentioned this fact and the same is counter signed: by

the ED officials. The same ED officials who were i:he
part of the raid gave me summons dated 16.07,199§ to

appear along with my original passport in their office

i .
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an, 19.07.1999. The original passport no. A22009?7
-v-.-;;'“fjth additional booklet was given back to me in tlle
presence of ED officials and IT officials. I am innoce;nt

and I have been falsely implicated in this case.

().26. Do you want to lead defence evidence ?
A, Yes.

-~

RO & AC \ (
: ( Dr. Saurabh Kuléhreshtha )
W Chief Metropolitan Magistrate (Central)
i S Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi/09.11.2016
211, 1016 f
Certified that the above statement of accu$ed
has been recorded by undersigned personally and it
contains the true and full account of explanation gi{ren
by him.

-,

( Dr. Saurabh K hreshtha )
Chief Metropolitan Magistrate (Central)
Tis Hazari Courts, Delhi/09.11.2016
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