
{}ce-r#..ry,ffi J"r* '* Kq.s}#ffir*ry4q (}} F;1

0{8r0

F irst

1

I

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT

W.B. FO CI 2"{

D istrict

6 Complaint i lnfoi-rnation *T;n/.L
(a) Fiarne

(b) Father's I H

(c) Date / Year

(d) F.Jetiona!ity

(e) Addres$

7. Details uf Known

(Attach s({narate

ugWitd' s Name

B. Reasorls foi^ delay in reporting by co

9. Particulars of properties stolen / involved : (attach separate sheet, if required)

10

11

,1.2

transferreci to P.S on point of

admitied tc i:u uui-rectiy recoi"ded and a copy given to the complai
Dlst,- Bankura

informatiorr ot a cogrrizable crime reported under section 154 Cr. P.C., at P.S.

,*rA.ru*Kqlasub-Divn. oSa-/aL... p.s. /Zmrcgr*ve*.2.o-?i.....FrR rrro./.{!/11o"tu fifi:.za'- rr)n" ..-:ri:r: .?O4.4.........._. ,,1ii;,o..t Sections\1, AUt .+ 5. .v vvvuv"v .-.i.,,.j

(iii) Ac1 ,......... Sections ............... Other Acts & Sections

G.D No. .................:.. ..1..f.3..?..... ......... at the police station :

Type of information : written /9ral Uldtle-ru
prace uf occurrence : (a) Direction and Distances from p.s. /*f!^oX I o o qneke' yn?4f f'tan> ps '

ffi;,;;"W;n4r'T ti"J,r^/''Dq/;;;ti2 c*t{e-'Pnt UJ ('n!1itp;a)
R*Li.adta, fura,rzi P-J+. Dia t w *'r.**ttc* .:...........

(b) ln case outside limit of this Police Station, then the name of P.S. .............

?

4

5

-kndiorrt u
La,lba%rt

of Birth

S

Nd'l:

nquest report,,,, 
""*'i" 

: 

";::;"dffi#t# 
ffig:;';Y:l X:'s; vt)i w "

''*2?W't$:i:;2trT;',ty.";y:;;;'w,::ffi ffi ,,ffi rwry*.
13. Action taken:Since the above report reveals commission of offence(s) u1s..........5-A3.4.....1.{.9..

up the investigation

e complaint / informant.

-;fo\ {nfir:r rr..:\x' a- url
Signature / Thumb lmpression of

the Complain ant I lnformant

@A24,4"24
signature oJfite offic6r-in-charge, police station with

Rank , S:i' '{ {? [;'Co-

Nuinber ir any ..{b.M{5.:

ffi

D.e,.y:

, Pi+u*t0r.
L
sat

L

f4duub

C
f



T& T-e,
Bon t{^Mq, ?"l;rt, s}q { icn
llauf,)tr7r-u

I

t
t
I

t

I

i

!

!

;

:

j

:}

t
,

.
I,}

, I,,
i:t
i'ii

t

f:l
t
i

!

I
I.t
I

l
!

:

:'
i

1

l

I

,,

l

i

:

lj

-i
rf
't

.,I
:.i

'ii
,\

,1

I
1

l,l
I:{
t
{
i
I

t
{
l
I

$

],,|

i

f
1

1-*r",,,-.. 
..

.;. rlJt.i;;':;.1;*.,m,

P -T s.' %

lb,
s

I -i ').

f ,liT
'-t



':r'!!e

.,+*a*H

.:
:1

'.)

-.,ii 
l

";li 
i

. t:t l..ri

.,s! T :

{:'i 'rI,.,,,

F

-'*..*..*---'x

t
!l

.&

'

:
I

,

i
!
a
i
j

:

i

:

''& i:.t r l:.! .tr:--. I ,

,.nl

;:
I ,.
ij ..

i
;t, ;.
a
a!

l

I
tt r.a,

i;".
aiir )
s{,)r: }

$',Eli
,+. .?.r
1: .lt

t,',H'i
t*

p



To
The

L

Charge,
Bankura Police Station,
PS & Dist- Bankura.

Ref:- Bankura P.S GDE No. 1539 dtd. 26.03.2024 and GDE no.1348 Dt24.04.24

Sub:- Enquiry Report for medical negligence at
Ltd. (Hardik Hospital).

Diagnostics Centre Pvt.

Sir,

With due respect and humble submission, I beg to report that on 26.03.2024
at 22:15 hrs, Sri Tanmoy Dey, S/O Nepal Dey, of l,albazar kamarpara, PS & Dist-
Bankura submitted a written complaint which was diarized in the above noted GD and
end.orsed to me. The brief fact of the complaint is that the wife of the complainant
namely Mousumi .Dey (26 yrs) was undergoing treatment of pregnancy under the
control of Dr Somraj Sarkar of Hardik Medical Diagnostics Centre Pvt. Ltd. Bankura
(Hardik Hospital) and as per advice and consultation of Dr Somraj Sarkar she was
admitted at Hardik Hospital of Bankura on 21.03.2024 in pregnant condition for
delivery, where Dr Somraj Sarkar suggested caesarean delivery of his wife. On the same
day at 09.28 hrs his wife gave birth a girl child by caesarean process, but after that her
health condition deteriorated. After that on 22.03.2024 at 11.45 hrs she had been
referred in critical condition for better treatment from Hardik Hospital. Accordingly, the
complainant admitted her wife at Durgapur Mission Hospital, where she expired. on

25.03.2024 at 02.22 hrs. The complainant believes that her wife died due to
mismanagement of the Hardik Hospital and also negligence of Dr. Somraj Sarkar of
Hardik Hospital. Over this incident a U/D case was also started at N.T,S PS vide U/D
Case No. l3l/24 dt.25.O3.2024 and the P.M.E over the dead body of the deceased was
done at Asansol District Hospital. But the complainant is not satisfied with the P,M

examination which was condrrcted. at Asansol District Hospital, rather is demanding re-
post-mortem examination at his nearest Govt. hospital, i.e, Bankura Sammilani
Medical College & Hospital, Gobindanagar, Bankura. In this regard the complainant
wants to register a case against Dr. Sornraj Sarkar and also the management team of
Hardik Hospital, lst feeder road, PS & Dist- Bankura.

Accordingly, as per guidelines by Hon'ble Apex Court (Lalita Kumari VS State of
UF), diarized the matter for preliminary enquiry and as per endorsement of IC Bankura
PS, I took up for holding enquiry.

During enquiry, a prayer was sent to Ld. CJM Sadar Court, Bankura for
necessary permission of re-post-mortem examination over .the dead body of the
deceased Mousqmi Dey (26 yrs), W/O Tanmoy Dey of Lalbazar karyargara, PS & Dist-
Bankura and Ld. CJM (S) Court was kind enough to allow my prayer to re-post-mortem
examination over the dead body of the deceased Mousumi Dey (26 yrs), W/O Tanmoy
Dey of Lalbazat kamarpara, PS & Dist-Bankura vide order No- 24, dated - 27,O3.2O24.

A prayer was also submitted to CMOH, Bankura on 27.03,24 for formation of a
medical board (As per guideline of Honble Apex court in Jacob Mathew V/S State of
Punjab (2005) 6 SSC1 ) to enquire into the matter on their level an4 subrnit a medical
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opinion regarding the reason behind the death of,the deceased Mousumi Dey' W/O-

Tanmoy Dey of Lalbazx, PS & Dist- Bankura'

and The uission Hospital Durgapur on 91s3.27 resPectively for supplying BHT of the

d.eceased Mousumi DLy (26 yrs), W/o Tanmo)r Dey of La[bazar kamarpara, PS & Dist-

Bankura and collected the s€une'

During enquiry first PM report of the, decease{d Mousumi Dey (26 yrs), W/O

Tanmoy Dey of Lalbaaar kamarpara, PS & Dist-Bankura has been collected from NTS

PS, ADPC where Dr. Suvajit R.Y, MD. Forensic Medicine, Asansol Dist

conducted the PM examination oPined that "Death was due to the

deceased condition of the organs as described above, Antemortem
Further oPinion to be given after chemical examiners report from FSL, Kotkata.

Approx time since death: 18-36 hrs".

I collected report from cMoH, Bankura. on perusal of the letter issued by

cMoH Bankura vide Memo No- CMOH-BN5/PA/ 7781, Date- O8'O4'2O24, it could be

learnt that an expert team comprising of 07 members made by cMoH Bankura, has

submitted their enquiry rePort.

The expert team has made several observations, which are as follows:

)r. Somraj Sarkar, the operating surgeon' Dr' Sayak Patra'

fl"ffi:l:;*Tr.l,u""n Mondal, RMo, who attended the deceased patient but thev

iiJ "o, 
attend before the team though it was informed previously' overall, the team

*ire present there near about 2 hours 30 minutes but they did not attend'

-,- AO na
(2) One MO named Dr. Vinit Mondal present on 28.03.24 is working without any

engagement order from appropriate authority'

(3) It has come to our notice that this Nursing home, as well as Dr. Somraj sarkar are

performing MTP without proper license for MTP'

(4) Indication of caesarean section of deceased patient is not "1:,,. 
There are two

opposite types of information given by the nursing home regarding past obstetnics

fri;ary of'tte deceased. Sister in-charge has given statement as Mousumi Dey's 1"

baby was delivered normally without any caesarean section' Pre-operative notes on

SHi h.a not mentioned about the history of past caesarean section but in OT register

they mentioned. it was a case of post caesarean section. This is very mysterious fact'

caesarean section was not confirmed by investigation i;e. usG

usG facility), or cTG not done on that time to establish proper
(5) Indication of
(although there is
indication of C/S.

(6) Mousumi De was admitted at Hardik Medical Diagnostic Centre(P) Ltd' On 2l'O3'24

at O7:35 a.m. and LUCS done with tubectomy at 09.15 to 10:10 a'm' A normal baby

girl was deiivered at o9:28 a.fn. with birth weight of 2 kg 600 gm. (51-Dr. Somraj

3*kr.., S2-priyabala Dutta (sN[ ss- Ankan Dey (SN), Anaesthetist-Dr'Sayak Patra)
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(7)AfteroT,surgeonhadseen'andc1inica1lyexaminedthepatientat11:4op.m'on
2t.o3.24i.e. after 13 hrs. (very long-ti*;;d is there). But Mo had seen the pt' at 11

a.m. & B p.m. on21.03.24 &tat 11:30 p.m. case was seen by on duty medical officer

and found patient was in restless 
"o,'ditio.,, 

her BP Y-T 
7o/+o,.CBG-21mg/d1., and

bleeding pv was detected and clot *"" ;;;;"ed and- Mo informed to 'the 
surgeon' At

11:40 p.m. Dr. Somraj sarkar has seen irre patient when_detected Hb level was 7 '6 gm'

Bloodrequisitiondoneandnatiel|*.".nir."dto'ICCUbutbloodcouldnotbe
arranged timeiy. After 24rrouis or of or,, zz. or,zo 1t 

iq:e,s a'm' blood transfusion was

started when patient condition *"" """*lr, 
i",""iot"La and referred the patient at

rt.42 am ort 22.03.24 to highe, ".rril"--(p,rrgapur.Mission 
Hospital) for further '

rnarlagement when the patient was orr-oir*'""pf,oit *'tr' the history of severe PPltr '-+

re-exploratlo, aorr" ,"",irr"ot "pi"oa. 
oitiiiloJilil"*in **' very severe h,potensron

(8) lt is not clear how the patient was. sfrif-]e.! 
:-:-.f.u"n"' 

away in a morib'und state'

*h"r" tertiary medical coilege is situated in this town

(9) By CBMDSR it has come to-r'gur notice that tle gatient has died at

MissionHospitalon25.03.24at2:2o.'"'.,*adeadbodywassentforpostmortemto
Asansol DH i.e. in a separate district which 

^is 
not under our jurisdiction' Needed

intervention of higher authority to enquire this fact'

(10)VerbailyithascometoournoticethebodyhadbeensentfromAsansolDHto
BSMCH for re-Post mortem'

(11)PropercauseofdeathandifanynegUgenceottrlatmgntistherewiilberevealed

follows:-

,,show cause notice may be issued to the establishment frorn this end for -

1, Non co-operation with r*i"*.team bY Dr' Somraj i*5*' Dr'Sayak Patra and Dr'

;ilffi M;;"dri;"-;"ii; tt 
"i, "b""rce 

before the enquiry team'

2. Why post operative first visit has been done after,10 hours gap from LUCS by the

3, why deiayed diagnosis has been done and delayed starting of management as w9l1 as

aa"y.a Utooa tranJfusion started'

^- -on*inn

4.Whyitwasnotmadeconfirmedforindicationofcaesareansection.

5 Why referral had been done to furthest away'

z. Audit for caesarean section is not d.one usualty'"

cted the BHT The Mission Hospital' Durgapur' On pemsal of the

r";*"ti, ,fr;V mentioned that causing death being

!
!.

:

l)Septic shock with multi organ failure with severe coagulopathy'
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-z) $gute t<idney injury in a complaints of haemorrhage shock post LSCS.
3) Hypothyroids.

Under the above circumstances, it appears that a negligence has happened
during the t1e3tm9nt or deceased. Mousumi ri& tio n"j,-wlci-e#;; d;;"i'usa*u
kamarpara, PS & oilt-lankura by Dr. Somraj Sarkar oi u"rait Medicll and Diagnostic
Centre hrt Ltd (Hardik Uospitat; Rabindrasarani, Bankura and and al"so iis
marragement team. There are several acts made by hospitat authority as well as Dr.
!o{*j Sarkar in question, which was duly found by expert team maae Uv Cl,fOn,
Bankura.

f

jl:

Under the above circumstances, I pray that specific case may kindty be initiated in
this regard against Dr. Somraj sarkar and the *"rr.g.*."t t;"; ;;h;;dik 

-il;;;i
and _Diagnostic Centre Pvt Ltd (Hardik Hospital) Rabin-tlrasarani, Bankura for causing
death due to negligence.
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