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Misc. petition 29 72025
1S Registration No. 25/2025
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CNR: WBDJOE-00 2306-2025

Qrder did. 21.05.2025

Petitioner is present by filing hazira.
Received report from 1/C Siliguri PS.
Perused the report.
sation and accordingly, 1 direct the VO Siligurnt PS w

1 find that it is a (it case for investig
cause investigation into the allegation by treating the petition of complaint as FIR in \erms of

section 175 (3) of BNSS and submit compliance report.
1,et a copy of this order along with the ariginal petition L= sent to the 1/C Siliguri PS

for compliance and necessary acion, afier retaining a copy of such petition.
A compliance report be sent (o this Court on or within the next date fixed.

[t the Misc. case be dropped.
To 24.06.2025 for report of compliance.
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MITRUKA

ohan Mitruka,
Mitruka and
t resident of

SRI BIMAL KUMAR
Son of Late Brij M
Karta of Bimal Kumar

Others (HUF), permancn
146, M.G. Road, Khalpara, Ward No.

9 of Siliguri Municipal Corporation,
P.O. & P.S. - Siliguri, District —
Darjeeling, West Bengal — 734005.

1. SRI ANIL KUMAR MITRUKA,
Son of Late Brij Mohan Mitruka,

2. SMT SARITA DEVI MITRUKA
Wife of Sri Anil Kumar Mitruka

3. SRI SOURAV MITRUKA
Son of Sri Anil Kumar Mitruka

All are residents of 146, M.G.
Road, Khalpara, Ward No. 9 of
Siliguri  Municipal Corporation,

P'O'. & P.S. - Siliguri, District —
Darjeeling, West Bengal — 734005,

1. SMT SHALINI MITRUKA,
Wife of Bimal Kumar Mitruka,
146, M.G. Road, Khalpara, Ward
No. 9 of Siliguri Municipal
Corporation, P.O. & P.S. - Siliguri,
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% 2. SMT SHOBHA BARMAN,
Siligld Pohee Siation
Silizuri Pelice Commissicnerate
Paoe 1 0T 5



Wife of Joybir Barman,
Resident of Porajhar,
Bhaktinagar, P.Q. g, P.S.
Bhaktinagar, District — Jalpaiguri,

West Bengal — 734015,

&

OTHERS

OFFENCES :

U/S - 115/316(2)/318/331/336(3)
COMMITTED

/338/339/340/3(5)/61(2) of
Bharatiya Nyaya Sanhita, 2023,

The complainant above named begs to state as follows :-

1. That the Complainant is a law abiding and peace loving citizen of
this country.

That since more than 40 (forty) yvears back, a partnership firm
had been constituted under the name and style ‘M /s Biswanath
Champalal’ amongst the predecessors of the complainant and
from time to time the said partnership firm had been
reconstructed, sometimes due to the death of the partners and
sometimes for the retivement of the partners and introduction of

the new partner or partners in accordance with the due process
of law.

3. The qiud partnership firm had been reconstructed amongst the

Af'li

A ﬁtf;ﬁr of the complainant namely Brij Mchan Mitruka (since
r,,f“

iy, ™ ﬂ'\ muﬂ ué tfeceased] the accused person no. 1 and Sri Prem Prakash
Solfétm?agﬁw i r 1" 1 Mitruka and the complainant (representing as Karta of the HUF)
RN Ll«:—:“ ;51; \0¥hd the said reconstriction was the last indenture and since the
V-?lh;,r; JSP‘ date of the said reconstruction said partnership firm M/s

' ;ll

Biswanath Champalal had/have started to conduct the lawful
business with the profit sharing ratio of 25% each with good
reputation in accoraance with the terms and conditions as laid
down in the original dead of partnership of reconstruction.

4. That the accused person no. 1 being the elder son of the family
and being entrusted by the other partners i.e., the father of the



ika, younger brother namely Prem

Brij Mohan Mitru
lainant for looking after the day to

complainant,
and the comp
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the accused person ho. 1 had/has accepted the said

frm. : ) :
o the business of the said partnership

entrustment and operatin

firm.

_ That father of the complainant Brij Mohan Mitruka (since
deceased) as one of the partner of the said partnership firm had
died on 25.04.2023 and after his demise, there was no further
reconstruction of the said partnership firm and the complainant
had/have always relied upon the accused person no. 1 and he
has always assured the complainant that the said partnership is

making the profit well.

6. That very recent the complainant camc to know that the accused
person no. 1 has removed the complainant from the said
partnership firm showing the said HUF as retired and the
complainant also came to know that for the purpose of the said
purported retirement, the signature of the complainant as the
Karta of the said HUF has been forged by the accused person no:
1 in connivance with his wife i.e., the accused person no. 2 and
his son i.e, the accused person no. 3 respectively and after the
said purported retirement/removal, the accused person no. 1 has
reconsiructed the new partnership deed by introducing the
accused person no. 2 and 3 as the new partners therein.

7. That the accused person no. 1 has relied the said purported
partnership deed of reconstruction for the purpose of submitting
the income tax return and for obtaining the audit report and
@$bmission of the false and fabricated statements before the

Lo\E
L E’:"’ -
ﬁ‘_‘fmf‘,l.‘l ig atwofoncerned department knowingfully well that the partnership
' : 1 _J*
Ay P‘; a9~ ("Heed has been purportedly manufactured and prepared to deceive
107 NN, 1 ) Y the lawful interest of the complainant.
wan B
:‘T*.IL- ﬁ:." K . \ \ : ) . o
v r[;?l.:';';,ur‘ 8. That the said illegal and {fraudulent deliberate act and activities

from the end of the accused persons, the complainant being the
Karta of the HUF and a family member did not want to proceed
against the accused persons in the court of law considering the
family reputation, goodwill and other legal consequences and
hazard and for avoiding the above-mentioned complication the
complainant had served a legal notice on 17.03.2025 to the
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c}m‘nplnumm. Brij Mohan Mitruka, young,
Prakash Mitruka and the : :
day business
firm, the

cr brother namely Prem
complainant for looking after the day to
and other day to day affairs of the said partnership
accused person no. 1 had/has accepted the said

entrustmen ' '
. U and operating the business of the said partnership

W

. That fs ‘e : . ; .
t father of the complainant Brij Mohan Mitruka (since

t:ln::c*cased} as one of the partner of the said partnership firm had
died on 25.04.2023 and after his demise, there was no further
reconstruction of the said partnership firm and the complainant
had/have always relied upon the accused person no. 1 and he

has always assured the complainant that the said partnership is
making the profit well.

6. That very recent the complainant came to know that the accused
person no. 1 has removed the complainant from the said
partnership firm showing the said HUF as retired and the
complainant also came to know that for the purposc of the said
purported retirement, the signature of the complainant as the
Karta of the said HUF has been forged by the accused person no.
1 in connivance with his wife i.e., the accused person no. 2 and
his son i.e, the accused person no. 3 respectively and after the
said purported retirement/removal, the accused person no. 1 has
reconstructed the new partnership deed by introducing the
accused person no. 2 and 3 as the new partners therein.

7 That the accused person no. 1 has relied the said purported
partnership deed of reconstruction for the purpose of submitting
the income tax return and for obtaining the audit report and
submission of the false and fabricated statements before the
concerned department knowingfully well that the partnership
deed has been purportedly manufactured and prepared to deceive
the lawful interest of the complainant,

8. That the said illegal and fraudulent deliberate act and activities
from the end of the accused persons, the complainant being the
Karta of the HUF and a family member did not want to proceed
against the accused persons in the court of law considering the
family reputation, goodwill and other legal consequences and
hazard and for avoiding the above-mentioned complication the
complainant had served a legal notice on 17.03.2025 to the



. itruka
nccused persons and another brother Sri Prem Prakasl'f Mlt_l:-l i
aedmian . . ite o
and requested therein to remove their illegal act but insp d
» [ 1 D
receiving the said notice, the accused persons did not resp

the same.

9. That on 18.04.2025, the accused person no. 1 and 3 have

forcibly entered into the house of the complainant and threatenled

him by giving the ultimatum to withdraw the said legal notice

and also threatened him that if the complainant take any legal

step, the accused persons will give a remarkable lesson and on
protest as made by the complainant and his wife, Smt Shalini
Mitruka, the accused person no. 1 and 3 assaulted 'the
complainant by fist and blows and during the said altercation,
they also pushed his said wife and abused her in filthy languages
which cannot be uttered in a civilized society and they have
damaged the valuable wrist watch of the complainant alongwith

other household articles.

10. That the complainant had tried to lodge the written complaint
with the local police station but the same has been refused and
hence the complainant has lodged a written complaint with the
Commissioner of Police, Siliguri Police Commissionerate on
19.04.2025 but till this day no action has been taken by the

concerned police authority.

11. That the present complaint is bona-fide one and for the ends of
Jjustice. :

Under the above circumstances it is therefore
prayed that your Honour may graciously be
pleased to send this complaint to the Inspector
In-Charge, Siliguri Police Station with a
direction to investigate the matter after treating
this complaint as FIR as per the provision of
section 175 (3) of B.N.S.S, 2023 for the ends of

= - v
justice.

And for this act of kindness your petitioner as in duty bound
shall ever pray.



I, SRI BIMAL KUMA

aged about years, Hi » Son of Late Brij Mohan Mitruka,
Indian by nationalit K’ A *by religion, Business by occupation,
permanent resident};f Iarta of Bimal Kumar Mitruka and Others (HUF),
Municipal Corporation 45” M.G. Road, Khalpara, Ward No. 9 of Siliguri
Dt Bﬂngal-'?aqoog,_' ‘0. & P.S. - siliguri, District — Darjeeling,

l. Thatlam the complainant of this present case.

2. That the statements made in paragraph no. 1 to 11 are true to

the b?St_ of my knowledge and belief and rest are my humble
submissions before this Learned Court.

3. That no case has been started against the complaint dated
19.04.2025.

I sign this affidavit on this day of
April, 2025.

Deponent
Identified by me

Advocate



