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To \‘\f\? AN
The Insp. In- Charge,
Bankura Police Station,

PS & Dist- Bankura.
Ref:- Bankura P.S GDE No. 1539 dtd. 26.03.2024 and GDE no.1348 Dt 24.04.24

Sub:- Enquiry Report for medical negligence at Hardik Medical Diagnostics Centre Pvt.
Ltd. (Hardik Hospital). ‘ , \

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 Lalbazar kamarpara, PS & Dist-
Bankura submitted a written complaint which was diarized in the above noted GD and
endorsed 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. 181/24 dt. 25.03.2024 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 conducted 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. ‘Somraj Sarkar and also the management team of
Hardik Hospital, 1st feeder road, PS & Dist- Bankura.

Accordingly, as per guidelines by Hon'ble Apex Court (Lalita Kumari VS State of
UP), 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 Mousumi Dey (26 yrs), W/O Tanmoy Dey of Lalbazar kamarpara, PS & Dist-
Bankura and Ld. CJM (S) Court was kind enough to allow my prayer to rerostQmortem
examination over the dead body of the deceased Mousumi Dey (26 yrs), W/O Tanmoy
Dey of Lalbazar kamarpara, PS & Dist-Bankura vide order No- 24, dated - 27.03.2024.

A prayer was also submitted to CMOH, Bankura on 27.03.24 for formation of a
medical board (As per guideline of Hon’ble Apex court in Jacob Mathew V/S State of
Punjab (2005) 6 SSC1 ) to enquire into the matter on their level and submit a medical



opinion regarding the reason behind the death of the deceased Mousumi Dey, W/O-
Tanmoy Dey of Lalbazar, PS & Dist- Bankura. :

A requisition has been submitted to the competent authority of Hardik Hospital
and The Mission Hospital Durgapur on 27.03.27 respectively for supplying BHT of the
deceased Mousumi Dey (26 yrs), W/O Tanmoy Dey of Lalbazar kamarpara, PS & Dist-
Bankura and collected the same. ‘

During enquiry first PM report of the deceased Mousumi Dey (26 yrs), W/O
Tanmoy Dey of Lalbazar kamarpara, PS & Dist-Bankura has been collected from NTS
PS, ADPC where Dr. Suvajit Ray, MD. Forensic Medicine, Asansol Dist Hospital who
conducted the PM examination opined that “Death was due to the effects of
deceased condition of the organs as described above, Antemortem on nature.
Further opinion to be given after chemical examiners report from FSL, Kolkata.
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-BNK/PA/1781, Date- 08.04.2024, 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: -

(1) Absence of Dr. Somraj - Sarkar, the operating surgeon, Dr. Sayak Patra,
Anaesthetist& Dr.Bikash Mondal, RMO, who attended the deceased patient but they
did not attend before the team though it was informed previously. Overall, the team
were present there near about 2 hours 30 minutes but they did not attend. :

(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 clear. There are two
opposite types of information given by the nursing home regarding past obstetrics
history of the deceased. Sister in-charge has given statement as Mousumi Dey's 1"
baby was delivered normally without any caesarean section. Pre-operative notes on
BHT had 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.

(5) Indication of caesarean section was not confirmed by investigation i.e. USG
(although there is USG facility), or CTG not done on that time to establish proper
indication of C/S.

(6) Mousumi De was admitted at Hardik Medical Diagnostic Centre(P) Ltd. On 21.03.24
at 07:35 a.m. and LUCS done with tubectomy at 09.15 to 10:10 am. A normal baby
girl was delivered at 09:28 a.m. with birth weight of 2 kg 600 gm. (51-Dr. Somraj
Sarkar, S2-Priyabala Dutta (SN}, S3- Ankan Dey (SN), Anaesthetist-Dr.Sayak Patra)




(7) After OT, surgeon had seen and clinically examined the patient at 11:40 p.m. on
21.03.24 i.e. after 13 hrs. (very long-time gap is there). But MO had seen the pt. at 11
am. & 8 p.m. on 21.03.24 & at 11:30 p.m. case was S€en by on duty medical officer
and found patient was in restless condition, her BP was 70/40, CBG-21mg/dl., and
bleeding PV was detected and clot was removed and MO informed to the surgeon. At
11:40 p.m. Dr. Somraj Sarkar has seen the patient when detected Hb level was 7.6 gm.
Blood requisition done and patient was shifted to. ICCU but blood could not be
arranged timely. After 24 hours of OT on 22.03.24 at 10:35 a.m. blood transfusion was
started when patient condition was severely deteriora%ed and referred the patient at
11.42 am on 22.03.24 to higher centre (Durgapur Mission Hospital) for further
management when the patient was on bipap support with the history of severe PPH —
re-exploration done recurrent episode of hypoglycaemia with very severe hypotension.

(8) It is not clear how the patient was shifted so further away in a moribund state,
where tertiary medical college is situated in this town

(9) By CBMDSR it has come to our notice that the patient has died at Durgapur
Mission Hospital on 25.03.24 at 2:20 a.m. and dead body was sent for post mortem to
Asansol DH i.e. in a separate district which is not under our jurisdiction. Needed
intervention of higher authority to enquire this fact.

(10) Verbally it has come to our notice the body had been sent from Asansol DH to
BSMCH for re-post mortem.

(11) Proper cause of death and if any negligence of treatment is there will be revealed
after PME report and further higher level investigation finally.

Furthermore a few recommendation found made by the expert team, which are as
follows:-

«Show cause notice may be issued to the establishment from this end for -

1. Non co-operation with review team by Dr. Somraj Sarkar, Dr.Sayak Patra and Dr.

" Bikash Mondal as well as their absence before the enquiry team.

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

3. Why delayed diagnosis has been done and delayed starting of management as well as
delayed blood transfusion started.

4. Why it was not made confirmed for indication of caesarean section.

5. Why referral had been done to furthest away.

6. MTP done without Licence.
7. Audit for caesarean section is not done usually.”

Further I also collected the BHT The Mission Hospital, Durgapur. On perusal of the
report, they mentioned that causing death being -

1)Septic shock with multi organ failure with severe coagulopathy.
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2) Acute kidney injury in a complaints of haemorrhage shock post LSCS.
3) Hypothyroids.

Under the above circumstances, it appears that a negligence has happened
during the treatment of deceased Mousumi Dey (26 yrs), W/O Tanmoy Dey of Lalbazar
kamarpara, PS & Dist-Bankura by Dr. Somraj Sarkar of Hardik Medical and Diagnostic
Centre Pvt Ltd (Hardik Hospital) Rabindrasarani, Bankura and and also its
management team. There are several acts made by hospital authority as well as. Dr.
Somraj Sarkar in question, which was duly found by expert team made by CMOH,
Bankura.

Under the above circumstances, I pray that specific case may kindly be initiated in
this regard against Dr. Somraj Sarkar and the management team of Hardik Medical
and Diagnostic Centre Pvt Ltd (Hardik Hospital) Rabindrasarani, Bankura for causing
death due to negligence.

Yours faithfully
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