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’ t, VN o .S:/ﬁém" hel PS Year: 2026
S -y %523‘;‘;;32;‘;&’23 N gg@'and Fime of FIR: On 09/08/2026 at 10:00 pm,
~2OLISINCN L
’ SI. No. Acts | Sections
1. BNS 79/351(3)
3. (a) Occurrence of Offence:
Day: Monday Date From: 27/07/2026 Date to: 27/07/2026
Time Period "~ Time from: 05:50 PM. Time to: 05:50 PM.
b) Information received at P.S.: Date: 09/08/2026 Time: 10:00 pm.
¢) General Diary Reference:  Entry No: /LPS/2026
Date & Time: On 09/08/2026 at 10:00 pm.
4. Type of Information: Written.
S. Place of Occurrence: :
a) Direction and Distance from P.S.: 5-Kms S$/West. Beat No. ] _
b) Address: In front of her house located at Sagolabnd Tera Lukram Leirak, I/'W District, Manipur.
6. Complainant / Informant:
a) Name: Suinny Raj Atom
b) Father’s: A. Hemantakumar Singh
¢) Date/Year of Birth: 26/02/1989.
d) Nationality : Indian
¢) UID No.:
Passport No.: Nil )
f) Date of issue: Nil Place of Issue: N/A
g) ID Details (Ration Card, Voter ID card, Passport, UID No., Driving License, Pan)
SL No. ID Type ! - No. -
Pan Card E BPQPA1552P
h) Occupation: Asst. Sub-Inspector (Manipur Police).
1) Address: B
SLNo. | Address Type Address |
1. | Presentaddress - | Sagolband Meino Leirak, I/W, Manipur |
v Permanent address Sagolband Meino Leirak, I/W, Manipur f
j) Phone number: 9856245106. N
7. Details of known/suspected/Unknown accused with full particulars:
SI. No. Name Alias Relative’s-name Present address i
1. Laishram Pradeep Nil S/o Laishram of Tera Lukram Leirak, Imphal
] Singh, . Tomcha Singh West District, Manipur
8. Reasons for delay in reporting by the complainant / informant: Nil )
9. Particulars of properties of interest: :
SL | Properties Category | Property type Description mue (inRs.) |
No. - |
- Nil Nil Nil S
10. Total value of property:
11. __ Inquest report/ U.D, Case No. if any:
[SLNo.Nil | | UIDB No. Nil B
12. ,.
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To,

The Officer-in-Charge ( o
Lamphel Police Station
Tmphal West, Manipur

e

s S ; ishram Priyanka
Subject: Submission of En connection with the complaint lodged by Lais

) quity Report in
AZAINSt Laighram Pradeep §

ingh.

Reference: gp Entry No. 38/LpS/2026 Dt. 27/07/2026
Sir,

With due respect, 1 have the honguy to submit the following Enquiry Report in connection with the
complaint lodged by Laishram pyq

: Yanka against Laishram Pradeep Singh, aged about 40 years, S/o
Laishram Tomcha Singh of Tera Lukram Leirak, Imphal West District, Manipur.

L. Brief Facts of the Complaint

On 27/07/2026, a Written coy
cous

ereafter started shouting and using abusive and
including a family residing in front of her
younger brother, namely Laishram Pluto,

On hearing the conimotion, the complainant's mother became frightened. The com

plainant stated that hey
mother is a kidney transplant recipient and also suffers from kidney-

related ailments ang high blood

ed her to sit down and take rest,
Laishram Pradeep Singh allegedly became more aggressive and started shouting at the complainant,

During the ensuing verbal altercation, Laishram Pradeep Singh allegedly used several abusive, insulting

and derogatory expressions against the complainant, including the words “kasubi macha”, “lawa; macha”,
“minai macha” and “exam pass touba ngamdba”,

The complainant further stated that during the same incident, Laishram Pradeep Singh threatened her
younger brother, Laishram Pluto, by saying, “Nangak to thang na lengani”, which, as stated by the

complainant, means that his head would be cut off, According to her, the said words caused fear and
apprehension among the family members,
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The : " _ . ,
and °0|11Rla111a|1t further stated that Laishram Pradeep Singh had behaved in a similar abusive, aggr ess;:’e
quarrelsome manner o several previous occasions towards her family members as well as other

er i i |
]cbonsem? of the locality. She stated that, on one previous occasion, several persons of the locality had
ctively confronted him regarding his conduct.
She also expressed a
harassment may
fragile.

pprehension that the repeated shouting, aggressive conduct, .mt"f”d;tt’::toagg
adversely affect the health of her mother, whose existing medical condition is s

3. Examination of Witnesses

During the course of enquiry, two witnesses, both being maternal aunts of the complainant, were alse
examined and their statements were recorded.

The first witness stated that after receiving information regarding the altercation, she proceeded to the
residence of Shyama Devi, the mother of the complainant, to ascertain the situation.

According to her statement, Thokchom Shinghajit Singh, who is related to Laishram Pradeep Singh and
also shares a professional association with him, attempted to intervene and resolve the matter peacefully.
He accordingly contacted Laishram Pradeep Singh over the telephone and requested him to come“’ro.t.he
house so that the matter could be discussed and settled peacefully. The witness stated that during jche initial
conversation, Laishram Pradeep Singh responded positively and said, “Ou Mamo, lake”, meaning, “Yes
Uncle, I am coming.” ]
k However, shortly thereafter, Laishram Pradeep Singh allegedly called Thokchom Shinghajit Singh again
and stated, “Leirammao, thang puraga lake”, meaning, “Be there, I will come with a knife.” The
witness categorically stated that the said telephone conversation was on loudspeaker and that she
personally heard the aforesaid words uttered by Laishram Pradeep Singh. According to her, the statement
caused serious concern and apprehension among the persons present there.

The second witness also stated that after receiving information regarding the incident, she proceeded to the
residence of the complainant's mother. On reaching there, she found the complainant, Priyanka, crying and
learnt about the earlier altercation from the persons present. She further corroborated that Thokchom
Shinghajit Singh called Laishram Pradeep Singh in an effort to resolve the dispute peacefully and that,
during the telephone conversation, Laishram Pradeep Singh stated, “Leirammo, thang puraga lake”,
meaning, “Be there, I will come with a knife.” This witness also specifically stated that the telephone
call was on loudspeaker and that she personally and clearly heard the said threatening words.

Thus, although the two witnesses were not direct eyewitnesses to every part of the initial altercation, both
of them have independently stated that they personally heard the subsequent threat made by Laishram
Pradeep Singh over the telephone.

{ _/ 4. Conduct and Non-Cooperation of Laishram Pradeep Singh

During the course of enquiry, repeated efforts have been made to secure the presence of Laishram Pradeep
Singh for his examination and to afford him an epportunity to explain his version of the incident.

However, since the date of the incident, Laishram Pradeep Singh has avoided appearing before the
Enquiry Officer despite repeated efforts made to contact and examine him.

His family members have also been contacted and informed on several occasions, both personally and

telephonically, to communicate to him that his presence is required in connection with the enquiry and that
he should appear before the Enquiry Officer,

Despite such repeated communications and opportunities, he has failed to appear and has not cooperated

with the enquiry till date. Consequently, his version regarding the allegations made against him could not
be recorded despite reasonable and repeated efforts to secure his presence,
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ications hay,
. : . . . ated communica e
His continued avoidance of examination and failure to respond to repe
materially hindered the completion of the enquiry from his side.

S. Findings of the Enquiry

. ; ; the witnesses
From the written complaint, the detailed statement of the complainant and the statements of
examined during the enquiry, the following facts emerge prima facie:

S

..::: | p ' il
) /\’ POLIcx 1. That an altercation involving Laishram Pradeep Singh and members of the complainant's family
\p> 8. took Place on 27/07/2026.

2 That during the incident, Laishram Pradeep Singh is alleged to have behaved in an aggressive

« jmanner and used abusive, insulting and derogatory expressions towards the complainant, her
"¢ younger brother and other persons in the locality,

That the complainant has specifically alleged that Laishram Pradeep Singh threatened her younger

brother, Laishram Pluto, with serious harm to his life by saying, “Nangak to thang na
lengani,” meaning that his head would be cut off, '

4.

That subsequent to the injtia] incident, when an attempt was made by Thokchom Shinghajit Singh Y
to peacefully intervene in the matter, Laishram Pradeep Singh allegedly threatened over the
telephone that he would come carrying a knife by saying, “Leirammo, thang puraga lake.”
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garding coming with a knife was personally heard by the witnesses
examined during the enquiry, as the telephone conversation was on loudspeaker. Their statements
materially corroborate each other on this aspect.
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, aggressive and quarrelsome conduct on the
part of Laishram Pradeep Singh had occurred on several earlier occasions and that the present
incident has caused fear, mental distress and a sense of insecurity among her family members.

b

That particular concern has been expressed regarding the complainant's mother, who is stated to
be a kidney transplant recipient suffering from kidney-related ailments and high blood pressure,

and whose health may be adversely affected by repeated incidents of shouting, intimidation,
disturbance and mental stress,
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6. Conclusion

In view of the facts and circumstances stated above, the allegations made in the complaint are found to
be prima facie supported in material particulars by the statements recorded during the enquiry,
particularly with regard to the alleged abusive and aggressive conduct; the threat made against the
complainant's younger brother, and the subsequent threat to come to the place carrying a knife.

The subsequent threat made over the telephone assumes significance as the conversation was stated to
haye been on loudspeaker and was personally heard by the witnesses examined during the enquiry.

Further, the continued non-cooperation of Laishram Pradeep Singh, despite repeated efforts (o secure his

presence and despite communications made to his family members both personally and telephonically, has
prevented the recording of his version of the incident,
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CtoT}Ls)rdering the.nnture of the allegations, the repeated conduct alleged by the complainant, the threz_lts
attributed to Laishram Pradeep Singh, the apprehension expressed by the complainant and her family
members, ang the corroborative state;

B ments of the witnesses regarding the subsequent threat, the matter
Ppears to warrant appropriate action in accordance with law.

The enquiry report is, therefore, submitted for favour of kind perusal and further necessary action as
deemed fit ang proper,

Dated/Lamphel
The 9" August, 2026
Yours Faithfully
Sd/-
(ASI Sunny Raj Atom)
Lamphel Police Station
Age-38

S/o A. Hemantakumar Singh
Sagolband Meino Leirak, /W, Manipur
Ph. 9856245106

13. Action taken: Since the al

- bove informatjon reveals commission of offence(s) u/s as mentioned at Ttem
Q!/ No. 2. o
1) Registered the case and took up the investigation /or case registered
2) Directed (name of LO.): Kh. Satish Singh, Rank: Sub-Inspector
3) Refused investigation due to:
4) Transferred to P.S: District:
: On Point of jurisdiction F.JR read over to the complainant / Informant, admitted to be correctly recorded
and a copy given to the complainant /informant, free of cost RO.A.C :
/ Signature of the OC-Lamphel Police Station
Q@‘ 4@_ *Name: Sadokpam Homendro Singh
aw 4 *Rank: Inspector,
NO oL
14.  Signature / Thumb-impression Ofiicer-n-charge
of the complainant / informant Lamphe! Polica Siatia:
,‘l/_ -~ 15 Date & time of dispatch to the court: imphal West District, Manipur
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