13. Action taken : Since the - S
n : Since the above information reveals Commission of Offence(s) u/s as mentioned at Item No.:

(1) Registered the case and took up the iny estigation * or

(2) Directed (Name of 1LO.) : 1. Premjit Singh Rank: Sub-lnspt.

No. to take up the Investigation:

v

(3) Refused investigation due to:
(4) Transferred to P.S.:

District:

on point of Jurisdiction.

F.LLR. read over to the complainant / informant, admitted to be correctly recorded and a copy given to the
complainant / informant, free of cost.

R. O. A. C.

14 Signature / Thumb impression
of the complainant/ informant

Signature ¢ijOfficer in Charge
Police Station: Porompat P.S.
Name : RK. Chingkhiu Bonang
Rank: Sub-Inspector.

No.:

15. Date and time of Dispatch to the Court: 19/07/2024. O«\Oe



T
1 complainant No- 2 has heard about the Accused No. 1 & 2 from a friend of her husband namely, Qinam Bidyananda singh, of sagolband
1 is a financial unit of the

imphal West District, Manipur (one of the investor of the accused persons). She came to know from him that the Accused No.
accused No. 2, dealing with financial matters, like taking deposits of money from general public for which an interest shall be given at the rate of 5%
(five percent) per month of the money deposited. She was also‘ mformca that w:thdrawal of the money deposited either in part or whole shall be
allowed 1o the depositors at any time but after completion of 30 (thirty) days from date of seeking for withdrawal. Relying upon the information, the
complainant visited the Office of the accused persons at Khurai Chingangbam Leikai, Porompat Ayang Palli Road, P.O- Khurai, P.S Porompat, Imphe
fast District, Manipur, 795010 and opened her account on 13 11 ‘701()) nt’lho /\.Lcus("d No. 1, being Account No. 6001 3422, On the same day She: 142
figpositedia sum of Rs. 7,00,000/ rupees seven lakh) anly, then her p\n;buok was tssued on the same day Ihereafter she had deposited Ke

{Rupees twe lakh) only on 11 12 2019, Rs. 1,50,000/ (Kupees one lakh fifty thousand) only on 1001 020, Rs. 2,00,000/
and Rs 20,000/ (Rupce

2 00,000/

{Rupees twe lakn) only on 27.01 2020, Ks 50,000/ (Rupees hfty thousand) only on 23 012020 s twenty thousand) only 03109
2020. Hence, deposited a total sum of Rs. 8,20,000/ (Rupces cight lakh twenty thousand) only
It 1s further submitted that due to having of financial problem the complainant No. 2 had submitted a application, datel
03 2020 to the Accused No. 1 for withdrawal of a sum of Rs 7,00,000/ (Rupeces seven jakh) only and at the time of submitting the said a;)Plltn(l:it';‘ >‘ :
was asked to enquire about the same after 30 (thirty) days. But she was not able to enquire about theisame =000 aitenis wmpm“(mrm ' x,:: ,”,' Y
resulted by imposition of lock down due to the outbreak of Covid 19 Pandemic L/ux/xu
repeatedly visited the Office of the Accused No. 1 and had enquiring for the withdrawal of the money deposited since first week of s;gt, i
Unfortunately no positive response was received. She had also submitted a Legal Notice, Dated 28-9-MA 2020, to the Accused No. 1 for wit ravss
Rs. 7.00,000/ (rupees seven lakh) only, but the Accused persons have not paid heed to the same- i
The complainant No. 3 has heard about the Accused No. 1 & 2 from one, Nungshi Devi, of Sawong !
He came 1o know from him that the Accused No. 1 :s a fln(ansmal unit of the accused No. 2, dealing with financial matter‘S, liseiaking depomfls g n;o(r:ayl
from general public for which an interest shall be given at the rate of 5% (five percent) per month of the money deposited. He was 2350 17 o:jmcs from
withdrawal of the money deposited either in part or whole shall be allowed to the depositors at any time but after completion of 3.0_(“"“\’) ayl s
date of seeking for withdrawal. Relying upon the information, the complainant visited the Office of the accused persons at Khurai (.hlngang:af;‘\ c : u
porompat Ayang Palli Road, P.O. Khurai, P.S Porompat, imphal East District, Manipur, 795010 and opened his account on 2l 10-201 9438855 CQ: ;“
No 1, being Account No. 60013076. On the same day he had deposited a sum of Rs. 2,00,000/ (rupees two lakh) only, then his passbook was uss7u et
the same day. Thereafter, he had deposited Rs. 2,00,000/ (Rupees two lakh) only on 2111-2019, Rs. 4,00,000/- (Rupees four lak) enlyon 48 avent :
Rs. 1,70,000/- (Rupees one lakh seventy thousand) only on 21.02-2020. Hence, deposited 3 total sum of Rs. 9,70,000/  (Rupees nin¢ lakh seventy

thousand) only
it s turther submitted that due 1o having apprehension of winding up of the

d 07. 03 2020, on G2

Nt

days due 1o closing of the office of the accused Nu 1 & 2

ung Gate, |mphal East District, Manipur

accused/company the complainant NO. 3 had submitted d
1 tor withdrawal of a sum of Rs 9 70,000/ (Rupees nine lakh seventy thousand) anly and at tne (»I:Au
ame after 30 (thirty) days fsut he was not able 1o enquire about the same suon
accused No. 1 & 2 resulted by imposition of lock down due to the outbreak of
enguinng for the withdrawai of the money deposited since first
od 28 9 2020, to the Accused No 1 for

application, dated 04 Us 202 1o the Accused No
of submitting the saia application ne was asked to enquire about the s
gays due to closing of the otfice of the

after the compiction of 30 {thirty)
d the Office of the Accused No 1 and had

Cowid 19 Pandemic. He had repeatedly visite
woek of Sept, 2020. Unfortunately, No pOSILIVe response was coceived. He had also submitted a Legal Notice Dat
withdrawal of Rs. 7,00,000% (rupees seven iakn) only, but the Accused persons have not paid heed to the same.
r1aving no alternative means the complainants jointly consulted a Counsel and through the said Counsel approached beforc
r the Banning of Unregulated Deposit scheme, Act, 2019, with a written complainant/report
dated 14 10 2022, but n0O action has been taken up

the Competent

Authority, imphal t ast/Commussioner (At & Culture), unde
put on being refused 1o receive the same, they had submitted the said written complainant/report,

50 far aganist both the accused
It is also submitted that as invited by the accused persons for adjustment with the loanees the complainant No. 1 & 2 have submitted a

photo copy of their documents relating to their respective account details showing balance amounts and the complainant No 3 had submitted his
original passbook, all on 15 122022, when the office of the accused persons was shifted at Luwangshangbam, Imphal East.

Since both the accused have failed to return the money deposited even after several requests made on several unknown dates even by a
written application, the complainants are facing much inconvenience. Having no other alternative remedy, the complainants are NOw approaching
before this Designated Court with the prayers for taking cognizance and proceeding against the accused.

This court has given a patient hearing to Ld Counsel for the complainants. It is seen that the matter as complained of only has mater:al
evidence submitted from the side of the complainants. It has been alleged that the scheme floated whereby the accused persons had taken deposits
from the complainants are against the provisions of law. It is further seen that the Banning of Unregulated Deposits Schemes Act, 2019 also has
provisions for proper restitution to the aggrieved parties. This is done with the help of the designated Competent Authority. All of these require that
particulars of the accused company/group/ partnership including the manner of its functioning, the alleged unregulated scheme and its moaus
operandi, the particuiars of all the agpr ieved individuals the amounts received from them the amount now due to them and the particulars of the
assots and Labilities of the ume of trial it s also required that the Competent Authority be kept i the 100p S0

that ft'strlul;un may be carned out properly. Al of these require materials which can only be tound out by proper investigation As the junsdiction of
this Court 1s for the whole .slalv of Manipur under The Banning of Unregulated Deposits schemes Act, the place of occurrence as being under imphal
fast District 1s not seen to be an impediment. As the allegations involve a large amount of money and investigation may even cross state borders, the
superintendent of Police, Imphal Fast is to oversee the investigation and ensure that a competent officer handles the investigation uonwl the

complaint is forwarded to OC, Porompat p.S for institution of an FIR and proper investigation The OC, Porompat P S shall take dlrccnc.m' - ”.‘ y‘L.
Superintendent of police Imphai tast regarding the appointment of the 10 and he shouid designate someone who can better undo: t ‘ Id l']A

intricacies of the manner in which the ivestigation under BOUDS Actis o be conducted A copy of the FIR and order of the appointment of : :"* 43
be forwarded to this Court along with furnishing a status report every three months to this Court The OC, Porompat P S.as o e‘ns:r 2tk “L'IO .: b
sensitized as te the need to mtarm the Competent Authority as per the provisions of The Banning of Unregulated Deposits Scheme '»AI 1al the 10Oas
restitution may not iag benind. Send a copy of this order along with a copy of the complaint and reiated documents to t'hv Supe N m“'\rlm‘
imphal fast and the OC, Porompat P.5 for uperintendent of Police
information and comphance

Cril Misc case 1s disposed of accordingly

company be brought on record at the

Sd/-
i/cJudge
Designated Court
Manipur
Rutam
Bench Clerk
Addl Sessions Judge (1 1C)
Manipur fast



unknown accused w ith full Pﬂl'“(‘ulﬂl'h:
Present vddress

- o
. Details of known  suspected
Relative's Name

SENo. Name Alias
| N umnan frabanta Singh 36 s '
S oY \lehgachandra Singh.
CLO MD Birla Emporium Py |
| 1ud. Office at Khurai Sajor
~ Leikai. Imphal cast Manipur

I hangmci!mml

Vesinam 1.eikai, PO -
| tmphal, PS- lmphal

West , Manipur

8. Reasons Tor delay in reporting by the complainant/ informant:
9, Particulars of properties of interest:
ot \alue (in Rs)
sl Property Category — Property Type Description |
No. i
; ) ! t P N/A
[ \il Nil AL ;

10. Total value of Property (In Rs./-)

11, Inquest Report LD, Case No.. ifany:

Sk No. LIDB No.

12. First Information Contents :

SIONS JUDGE (FTC), MANIPUR E AST/ DESIGNATED COURT (BOUD), MANIPUR

N THE COUR! Of THt ADDITIONA! St S

Cril Misc case no 12 of 2024 o i Last

1 Pukhramban Gopendro Singh, aged about 51 years, S O 1 Thoiba Singh. a resident of Waiton Makha 1 eikar, PO Fangel & PS5, HEINRANE: HIRKEC

istrict, Manipur - /95114 it
a resident of Waiton M

about 35 years W/Q salam Shyamsundar Singh. akha Leikai, P.O. Pangel & P.5 Heingang

tH

2 Salam victonia Dovi, aped
t ast District, Manipur 795114

3 Morrangthem Radhamohan Sing!
t ast Distrct, Manipur /95114
Complainants

Vs

aged about 59 years, S/OM Jugol Singh. a resident of Waiton Makha Leikai, PO Pangel & 1S Hengang fmph

f Rirla F mporiums Pyt 11d D Khura Chingangbam [k Porompat Ayang Palli Road P O Khurat PSS Poromg

1 tra fiance Pyt Ltd (A Division
impnal Fast Distoct Manipur 765010, having Repd N
U65990MN2019FT 2 1 / f t Ly MBD, Yu yn drabanta Singh, aped about 3t yedrs, 59 Y Mopha !
Singtr of Thans ¢ Vicisia kat, § i Py Bal West imgphal West Manipar
Kfutai ba ik piia Manipur, having registered oftice at 121 Khurai Sarjo Leikar, Ukhrul Road Oppansile Babu
ated 10/05/2019 undcet

farla Emporium td, Kharai $

1 72900MN 20199 1C01 3866 and Regd. No 13866, d

od about 36 years, /0 Y Meghachandra Singh o

o ldentification Number (CIN) L
ts CLO/MD, Yumnam lrabanta Singh, ag

it

potel imphal Fast. bearing Corperat
Registrar of Companies (RoC Stullong). represented by
Inangmeiband Meisnam Leikar PO imphal, P.S imphal West imphal West, Manipur

Accused Persons
This is a complaint filed by the above complainants tor taking cognizance of the offences under Section 21, 22, 23 and 25 of the Banning of Unregulated

Deposits Scheme, 2019 as alleged to have been committed by the accused persons.

Register it as Cril Misc case
The allegations. in rief, are that the complainants are the depositors of accused No. 1 (which 15 a subsidiary/financial divisior ol accuset
No. ?2). whereas, the accused N 1 and 2 are the registered companies as well as the deposit takers in terms of the BUDS Act, 2019, and n respedt

2020 the complainant No 1 has heard about the accused No. 1 & 2 from one of his friena, Salaim

Shyamsundar Singh, husband of the complainant No. 2 He came to know from him that the Accused No. 1 is a financial unit of the accused No /7

aeposits of money from general public for which an interest shall be given at the rate of %% (five percent) pe

450 informed that withdrawal of the money deposited either in part or whole shall be allowed o the

of 30 (thirty) days from date of seeking for withdrawal. Relying upon the information, the complarant

sisited the Office of the accused persons at Khurar Chingangbam Leikal, Porompat Ayang Palli Road, P.0. Khurai, P.S Porompat, Imphal tast iistrot
27 7 2020, at the Accused No 1, being Account No. 60014551, On the same day

]
)

the complainants 1 and arsund the last week of Jan

dealing with financial matters, like taking
month of the money deposited He wds
depositors at any ume but after compietior

Manipur 795010 and opened nis account on 4
he had deposited o sum Of Rs 200000/ (rupees seven fakh) anly, then nis passhook was ssued

t s further submmitted that having needed money 1or d start up business the complainant had submitted a apphcation, dated 3 35 2020 o

3.3 2020 te the Accused No. 1 for withdrawal of a sunm of Rs 700,000/ (Rupees severn ki) onty and at the tme of submitting the said apph l'lL.‘l it

was askead to enquire about the same atter 30 ithirty) days But ne was not able 1o enguire about the same soon after the completion ot 0 .le' )

the oftice of the accused No 1 & 7, resulted by imposition of lock down due to the outbreak of Covid 19 Pandenne e b .,;

days due to closing of th
of the Accused N ing had enquining for the withdrawal of the money deposited since hirst week of \
2 wi QL Sepl, M

Otfice
S receved He nad also submitted a [egal Notice [zated 28 9 2020, to the Accused No 1 tor withu
. harawg O

rapeatediy visned
yntortunately no posSitive response wa
/ 00,000/ (rupees seven iakh) oniy

on 18 9 2020, but the Accused persons have not paid heed to the same.




FIRST INFORMATION REPORT
(Under Section 173 B.N.S.S)

o AR 2024
L DISTRICT : IMPHAL EAST, p.S. POROMPA'I YEAR : 202
FIR NO. 432(7)2024 PR1-PS Date and time of FIR: 17/07/2024 at 10.30 am

5
Sl. No. Acts. ] ] Sections
Banning of unregulated deposit scheme 2019 | 21,2223 and 25

3. (a) Oceurrence of Offence :
Day: Not known Date from: Last week of January 2020 Dateto:
| Time Period:- lime from: Not mention lime to:
(b) Information received at PS: Date: 19/7/2024 Time: 9.55 pm
(¢) General Diary Reference: Entry No. 27 /PRT-PS/2024 Date & Time - 19/7/2024 at 9.55 pm.

4. Type of information: Written
; palli Road

3. Place Occurrvence: At lra Fimance Lid (A Division of Birla Emporiums Pvt. Ltd.), Khurat Chingangbam Leikai, Porompat Ayang Palli R¢

(a) Direction and Distance from PS: 2 km North from PS. Beat:

(byAddress : Khurai € hingangbam Leikai and Khurai Sajor Leikai .

(¢) In Case Outside the limit of this Police Station, then Name of P.S:

6.. Complainant/ Informant:
2. Salam Victoria Devi, aged about 35 years

(a) Name: 1. Pukhrambam Gopendro Singh, aged about 51 years.

and 3. Moirangthem Radhamohan Singh, aged about 59 years

(b) S/0, D/O, W/O, :- 1. P Thoiba Singh, 2. Salam Shyamsundar Singh and 3. M. Jugol Singh.

(¢) Date / Year of Birth:- 1973, 1987 and 1971 (d) Nationality: India

(e) UID No.: - (f) Passport No. (g) Date of issue: Place of issue

(h) 1D Details (Ration Card. Voter 1D Card, Passport, UID No., Driving License, PAN)

ID Type '1 1D No.
Not known

(i) Occupation : - Business \
(j)Address:- All three of are Waiton Makha Leikai,

" SI.. No. I
1. " Not known

\ddress \

A\t Birla Emporium Py Lid. Office at Khurai Sajor Leikai.

| Imphal cast Manipur

\Icsinan/; Leikai, PO -Imphal, PS- Imphal

/

SI.. No.  Address T'ype
I Present Address

Thangmgi
West £ Manipur

2 Permanent Address

(k) Phone Number: Nil
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