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Sentor Inspector of Police,

[Date: fith Sept ember 2020
.I.l :l.._
Bandra Police Station

Bandra (West), Mumbai 400050

Subject: Complaint against Privanka Singh, Dr. Tarun Kumar and other
known and unknown persons for an offence under the provisions of the
Indian Penal Code, 1860, the Nareotics Drugs and Psychotropic
Substances Act, 1985, and the Telemedicine Practice Cruidelines, 2020.

Respected Sir,

|, Rhea Indesic Chakesbor I
_ hereby address vou as under:

1. T say that the late Sushant Singh Rajput (hereinafter referred to as “the

Deceased”) and I were known to each other over the past several vears
as we were both working in the Indan Film Industry. We had maintained
a cordial friendship and would occasionally communicate with each
other. In April 2019, the Deceased and 1 had attended a patty hosted by
the film fraternity and shortly thereafter we began dating each other. |
say that we mfﬂ:ci.ulh' moved in together 1 December 2019 ‘at our
I'E;‘idt‘.ﬂ‘: ) till the 8t
of June 2020. T say that on 14 june 2020, the Deceased was found dead

at the said residence.




2. I'say thar duting the course of
Deceased had been

issues and h

my selatonship with the Deceased, the
lei“;:”“m breatinant - for vatous mental health
ad been diagnoged as suffering from I’.|]~.mi.u [Dsorder by
multiple renowned doctors. However. the Deceased was not digciplined

i TL‘.\'T"i'L'i of f.,..; treatment and wauld ofien .|_|.'_|!LIE'.I1|'} LY s uu-dw;mrm
to the dismay of his doctors and myself.

ol

['say that on the morning of 8 June 2020, the Deceased had been on
his phone incessandy and when 1 enquired what he was doing, he
showed me the messages he was exchanging with his sister Pnyanka
Singh. I say that 1 was shocked upon reading the said messages as has
sister Privanka had sent him 2 list of medicatons to take. 1 explained to
the Deceased that given the seriousness of his conditon, and the fact
that he E!JTL‘M{}.' had medications prr.'.:;n;:ribcl.l hjf doctors who had examined
and treated him over several months, he ought not to take any other
medication, least of all medication being prescribed by his sister who has
no medical degree. T gay that the Deceased and 1 disagreed on this aspect
and he insisted that he would only take the medicine his sister was

;H'us::r:i:i.u;; him. The Deceased then proceeded to ask me o leave the

house as his other sister Meethu Singh was coming to live with him and

wiould take care 6f him. It was thus that ] came to leave our residence at

Mount Blanc, Bandra, and this was also the last tme that | saw the
Deceased altve.

4. 1 say that subsequent to the death of the Deceased, the Bandra Police
Station initiated an enguiry as per Secoon 174 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, 1973. 1 say that in respect of the said enquiry, T visited the
Bandra police station on 18% June 2020 and 17t July 2020 and extended
my full cooperation in respeet of the said enguiry.

5. T say that despite a lapse of several weeks, as there was no clarity in
respect of the circumstances leading to the death of the Deceased, 1
addressed a message on social media to Amit Shah, Minister of Home
Affairs, Government of India, on 160 July 2020, requesting and pleading
with him to- transfer the case and investigation to the Central Bureau of

Investigation, India, so that they could carry out a thorough investgation
into the death.

6. I say that subsequently, I was shocked to discover that the father of the
Deceased had registered a First Information Report No. 241 of 2020
dated 25" July 2020 at Rajiv Nagar police station, Patna, Bihar against my
family members and myself for abetting the suicide of the Deceased and
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. Without a prescription. Shockingly it has now
at his sistor Peivanka had subsequently on the same day
_ 4 Prescaption by one Dy - .

oL Cardiology from De. R
L1.1 say that prime |

sen

t him Tarun Kumar, an Associate Professor
_ am Manohar Lohia Hospital, New Dielhi.
| acie the said document appears forged and fabricated.
In - addition, the siid Dr. Taruh Kuthar appears to have preseribed

medication controlle {
t.iil‘l[l:nil;_d under the MNarconc i_}ﬂ_t;{.—é andl ]JS}'CiHH!’H!H{j

Substances Aer. 1085 ' '
38 es Act, 1985 to the Deceased without any consultation as

mandated by [ aw et -
ndated by Law In face the drugs ‘prescnbed by Dr. Kumar were

prohibited from being preseribed electronically under the Telemedicine
Practice Guidelines 1ssued on 25 March 2020, which constitutes
Appendix 5 of the Indian Medical Council (Professional Conduct,
Etquette and Frhics Regulation, 2002).

12.1 say that in the prescription dated 8% June 2020, Dr Kumar has
prescribed Nexito 5 mg, Librivm 10 mg and Lonazep MDY (L.5mg to the
Deceased for anxiety. It i3 pertinent to note that the Tabler Librium is
Chlordiazepoxide which appears at Item No. 36 in the List of
Psychotropic Substances under the NDPS Act, while Nexito and
Lonazep MDD both contain Clonazepam which appears at Trem No. 38 in
the List of Psychotropic Substances under the NDPS Act,

13.1 say that Clause 3.7.4 of the Telemedicine Practice Guidelines provides
as under:

“ o Probibired List: An RMP: providing consuitation via lelewedicine. cannat
preseribe miedicines in this fist. Thesemedicine have a high potential of abuse and
could harpr the paticnt or the sociely @l large 3 wsed igpiraperiy.

Medicines listed in Schedile X of Drug and Cosmetic' Adt apd Rukes or any
Narcotic-and Prychotropic substunce listed in the Narcotic Drugs: and Psychofropic
Substances, Ad, 1985."

14.1 sav that Clause 3.7.1.4 of the Telemedicine Practice Guidelines
provides as under:
“Misconduct
Lr-ds specifically noted that in addétéon to all genoral requirements wnder the MCT At
for professional condnct, ethics ete; while wsing lelemedicine all actions that welfully
compromise patient care of privacy and confidentiality, or vrolate any prevaling law
are explicitly wot permissible, Some examples of astions that are wol permissible:
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Guidelines, 2020, In addition, the prescription prepared by them in
conmivance with each other is a fibricated and false document given that
the same reflects the Deceased as an OPD patient when on the date and
tume at which the said preseription was sent, the Deceased was very
much in Mumbai, Maharashtea and ot in New Delhi. 1 say that it ts also
surpasing that that Dr. Tarun Kumar being Cardiologist sought fir o
prescribe a person he did not know and had never met with
Psychotropic substances.

I say that the Deceased died merely 5 days afrer he obtained the said
prescription wherein he was unlawfully prescribed psvchotropic
substances at the behest of his sister Privanka and the said De. Kumiaz.
Given the death of the Deceased and the investgations surrounding the
circumstances of his death, it is imperative that the actions of Priyanka
Singh, Dr. Tarun Kumar and other known and unknown persons who
conspired o prescribe the Deceased, such controlled substances ought
to be investigated as well.

I say that it is imperative that the actions of Priyanka Singh, Dr. Tarun
Kumar and other known and unknown persons be investigated and that
it be determined as o how they came to provide the Deceased with such
a bogus and unlawful prescrption, It is also required to be investigated as
to whether the Deceased then proceeded to fake the medicines thus
prescrbed, which may have contributed © his death and/or Further
deterorated his mental health.

In light of what is stated hereinabove, there s strong prima facie
evidence against Priyanka Singh, Dr. Tarun Kumar and other known and

unknown persens for an offénce under the provisions of the Indian
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Guidelines, 2020 and that a
detailed ; Investigation be cong

lucted in respect thereof,
Hook forward o Your prompe action in this regrard.
Thanking You,
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Rhea Indraiit Chakraborty

Copy to:

The Commissioner of Police,
Crawford Marker, Mumbai 400001

The Deputy Commissioner of Police,
Zone V111, Bandra, Mumbai 400050
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