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In The Court of The Chief Judicial Magistrate, Purulia.
Misc. Petition No..../.é i 2009,

Bijoy Kaibarta son of Raghunath Kaibarta, a resident_of
Ketika, Sayer Para, P.O: Purulia, P.S- Purulia(T), District-Purulia.

....................... Petitioner
Vs.

1. Arup Kaibarta, son of Barun Kaibarta, Resident of Ketika, -
Purulia Municipality Ward no. 9, P.O; — Purulia, P.S. —
Purulia (T) District-Purulia. -

2. Sk. Firoz son of Late Sk. Rahaman a resident of Naya Basti,
J.K.Collgrge Road, P.O. — Pﬁr‘uiia,' P.S. — Purulia (T) District-,
Purulia. »

3. Suriya Begum wife of Md. Ashraf, ( perfnanent resident of .
Word No. , Ramgarh Orient Colliery, Bajarajaj Nagar, P. S:
Orient, District: Jharsuguda, Oriséa) presently J.K.College
Road, Naya Basti, P.O. — Purulia, P.S. - Purulia-(T) District-

Purulia.

puruiia Town P.S. bt
Furulia :




4. Pinaki Banerjee, father’s name not known to the petitioner,
a resident of J.K.College Professor Colony, Ketika, .O. -
i’urulia, P.S. — Purulia (T) District-Purulia
............ Accused Persons
Date and time of offence: 13’._§.2019 and detected on 22.8.2019.
© Offence: 419, 465, 468, 471 and 1208 of the Indian Penal Code.
Names and addresses of the Witnesses:
1. The petitioner
2. Gbpal Kaibarta son of Late Guhiram Kaibartya,
3. Raghunath Kaibarta son of Gopal Kaibarta,

4. Rabin Kaibarta son of Raghunath Kaibarta,

All residents of Ketika, Sayer Para, P.O: Purulia, P.S- Purulia(T), District-

Purulia. : =

5. Anadi Mahato, Deed Writef, RamDih attache:i*t:gthe office of D.S. R,
Purulia with License No. 110 PRL.

6. JébédAli }‘son of Late Saukat Ali Ansary, Nadiah, Purulia, P.O: Dulmi-

‘ | Nadiah, P.S.—Purulia (T) District-Purulia. ‘

.. 7. A.D.S.R, Purulia or competent staffs.
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The humble petition U/S 156 (3) of the Code of
Criminal Procedure 1973 on behalf of the petitioner

above named;
Most respectfully begs to state:

; % That the Gopa1 Kaibarta is the paternal grandfather of the petrtloner and
he is now an aged person, but his movement is now restricted due to his
old age. _

2. That saidv ;.Gopal Kaibarta (son of Late Guhiram Kaibarta) had purchased
a piece of land described in the Schedule below of the petition from
Pannalal Sao by registered deed of Sale being No. 23'66'for the year
1969 of D.S.R, Purulia, ‘aga‘i&nst valuable consideration and since then he
is possessing the same.

3. That the petitioner’s grandfather Gopal Kaibarta is aIive and he has two
sans namely Raghunath and ‘Netai Kaubarta (since deceased) and two
daughters namely Jyotshna and Tari (since deceased) Gopal Kaibarta '
was never known as Barun Kaibarta.

4. That it had come to the knowledge of the petitioner, that some persons
are illegally transferring the property of Gopal Kaibarta.

5. That on s‘e'arch in the A_.D.S.R.,Puruli‘a the petitioner could detect one
purported deed df sale, being No. 2795 for the year 2019, executedon -
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13.5.2019, through which the property of Gopal Kaibarta was illegally
sold. The certlfled copy of the deed was detected on 22.8.2019.

_ That on perusal of the document it couId be detected that one Arup
Kaibartya, (accused No. 1) son of Barun Kaibartya of Purulia Municipal
Ward no. 9, Ketifka had executed one registered power of attorney in
favour of Sk Flroz (Accused No. 2), son of Sk. Rahaman of Naya Bastn
J.K. College Road Word No. 22, Purulia (Town) P.S and District: Purulia,
being IV-83 by showing his father’s name as “Late Barun Kaibarta @
Gopal Ka|barta” and on the basis of that Power of Attorney, the sale
deed was executed by Sk. Firoz.

. That first of all, Gopal Kalbarta is alive and he was never known as
“Barun Kaibarta”: on the contrary, the father of Accused No. 1, namely
Barun Kaibarta was never known as “Gopal Kaibarta”, and Barun had

never purchased the Schedule; property ar and only for the forgery and

-~

cheating such false statements were e .-

8." That cn ‘the basis of the same Sk. Firoz had transferred the property

(decribed in schedule of this petition) to one Sariya Begam (Accused No.
3) in order to lodge false claim over the schedule property, on which
they have no right to transfer/claim.

_ That said Gopal Kaibarta is an old man and he could not walk prop_e'rly,

and for the reason takin‘g advantage said Arup Kaibartya and SK. Firoz
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had committed cheating, forgery and for the purpose'of cheating to
deprive the petltroner’ s grandfather form his property.

10.That on 15.9. 2019 the petitioner and some other persons met with Sk.

Firoz and when the petitioner try 1o inquire about such fact he called :

another man namely, Pinaki Banerjee over mobile phone and said Sk.
Firoz and Pinaki Ba'nerjee threatened to petitioner that if the petitioher
mform the pohce then they will murder petitioner and his family
“members. ' ' '

11. That all the accused after entering into criminal conspiracy with each
other made False personation, forgery, forgery for the purpose of
cheating and are using forged document as genuine.

12.That witness No. 1 to 4 are the vital witnesses of the case, Witness No.5
is the scribe of the alleged deed, while Witness No. 6 is the attesting
witness to the same. Witness No. 7 is the custodian of Power of

attorney, which being Class IV document and duplicate copy of the
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13.That the petitioner went to Purulla Town P S on 17/09/2019 and submit
a written complaint against the accused persons but the police refused

to take any action against the accused person.

14.That the matter was reported to Superintendent of Police, Purulia on

' '22/10_/2019, but police yet did not start any case against the accused

person.
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15.That being dejected, your petitioner intends to file this instant
application and as this case requires through police probe including
examination ef Witnesses, collection and seizure of documents, figure
print collection etc. your petitioner pray for necessary order U/ s 156 (3)
of the Code of Crfminal Procedure.

;'It is, therefore, prayed that your Honour may graciously
be pleased‘to direct the police of Purulia .(Town) P.S to treat
this petitiOn asa F. I R.and to cause investigation in respect
of \the alleged incident.

And for which act of kindness, your petitioner, as in duty

bound shall ever pray.
SCHEDULE

District, P.S. and Sub- Registry Office — Purulia, C.S. Khata no. 33, C. S.
Plot no. 1514 1513, 1512, 1544, R.S Plot no. 401,\RS Khatian no. 611
within mouza Ketika, Municipal ward no. 22, Katmpara bastl bye lane, P.S.

—Purulia (T) measurung 71 % decimals out of it transferred portion 2 cottah.
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