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on 29 /oz /2024 the complainant smt. uma Banik(Das), w /o sri Amar Das of Nagicherra, Kathiababa
Ashram Para submitted a compraint, stating inter aria thatshe lodged a complaint against one Raju Ghosh, aneighbor of her house, who used ccrv camera withsurveillance to the living room, verandah, bathroom,kitchen and toilet of the complainant most ilegalry andwas capturing pictures of the complainant during herbathing and working in the kitchen and house. The saidactivities were made vely illegal1y and without theknowledge of the complainant. It is alreged that ccrvcalnera was installed in the house of Rajib Ghosh onemonth back, but the complainant came to know veryrecently that sri Rajib Ghosh captured so many pictures ofthe complainant during her bath and arso took picturesduring her changing of clothes, daily works and arsomonitored conversation between comprainant and herhusband. It is apprehended that the said Rdu Ghoshmight cause damage to the social reputation and familyreputation of the compiaint. After her compraint, o /csrinagar PS took her information over telephone but noaction was taken from the ps. she has been facing a greatproblem from the ccrv camera installed in the house ofRajib Ghosh. It is arso arleged that on her repeated

requests, Srinagar ps did not register any specific case in
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the PS. She claimed that she also encrosed photos of ccrvcalnera al0ng with her complaint to the o) c Srinagar pS
seeking action. considering the allegation mad.e in thecomplaint, the commission viewed that the copy of thecomplaint should be sent to the superintendent of porice,
West Tripura to inquire into the allegation and to submit aresponse in writing within 3(three) weeks.

2' The commission received a report from the office ofthe DGP, Tripura which was communicated by AIG'(crime). Report of the AIGP (crime) reads as follows:

"To
The Secretary,
Tripura Human Rights Commission,
Kunjaban, Agartala.

subiect: - ord'er of the Tripura Human Rights commission dated. 29,,Julg, 2024 in connection iith 
"o^ptoint "i.OO i ioZ+.

Sir,
Please refer to the retter of Tripura Human Rights commission,Kunjaban, Agartala uid.e No.rruilctss09 dated iotor/zoz4 on thesubject cited aboue.

o2' The matter u)as enquired. into and. a d.eta,ed report has beenfurnished bg the superiite"a.ii o{ po.tlce_ rw.""ii" rripura, Agartara.The petitioner namelg, smt. ,ia Banik Das su'imitted. a compraintagainst sri Rajib.Ghosh, neighbour of the 
"o*piiinont, atteging thatRajib Ghosh had. instattea 6cri cameras in his house for keepingsuruei'ance on her. The ccrv cameras cot)er her riuing room,'ueranda.h" bathroom, kitchen and to,et. He ha-s. been iregarycapturing the pictures of tl9 comprainant auriig iotn ng and workingin the kitchen and, house. The coniptainant recenilg ca_me to knotu thqtRajib Ghosh had captured so *ing pictures *tit" she utas takingbath and changing crothes, duriig hir daitg i.tiii." in the hottse,during conuersation taith h'.e, hui.siand. et-c. En"- rii*.d. that sri RajibGhosh might use the cgrv pictuies to d.amag" ti sociar reputationand familg reputation of the iomptainant, (Jma Banik Das.

o3' on receiuing the compraint, the fact was noted in GD uid.e srinagarPs GDE No. 12 dated oa-os-zoz4 and.*oc i;;;;", ps took up itsenquiry. During enguiry. oc srinagal ps arong irtn 
"to6 incrudingwomen staff visited the aileged. prace rocated oixotiryobaba Ashramk
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Para, back sid'e of TATA Motors u.2.e1 srinagar ps rhere is an underconstruction farm house of Dr. Rajjb cni"n 
-iJptity 

Director.Agricalture HRC Nagicherra ani nearbu'ti.i" "* get another farmhouse of sri BcLtaram shit, itrr"d DIG".f cnpi The comprainant,sduelling hut made bg GcI 
"n""t i" situatei oi inu east sid.e of Dr ReibGLIO sh's under construction farm hou s e.

04' During enquiry, oc- sinagar ps discussed with locar peopre and.also exa.mined. somne ra.bouis of the una.r- 
"rr"s"truction farm houseand re'corded their statement" in 

"onnuction with the aforementioned.GD Entry and' took.photograp,hi and. uideos .rin enttre prace in theinterest of the enquiTg.

05. It has surfaced. that Sri Raiib Ghosh S/o Lt. Santimog Ghosh ispermanentlg residing at Krishnall9gar, Agartara. He is workina as theDeputg Director, Agricutture iic-NagicLerra.' s-'(fiue) aears ago hehad purchased. a ptot of t""a 
"i-x"t":tw;;tu iu! o"n om para uideKhatian No. 4SoB, RS pior No. 665O/ I lZlA uial, Srinagar tk.About z/ B mont?" 

?"{on, Rajib- Gh,osh startii'coi.struction work of abuilding at Kathiyauiaa Ashia-m"para on his outn rand..

06' oc srinagar ps has checked. the under construction farm houseand the store 
'o2^ -of sri Rajib Cnosn but no cciv camera has beenfound at the said. plice. rn"i" i" no electricttg 

"ii*"tion either at thesaid farm house" Durino- enquiry, it is arso tzorni inot a rand dispute;s going on in betw272in9 
"ifninant, u*i ponii oo" and. sri RajibGhosh & Bararam shit tthich i{i"'rriot stage before the Ld,. court',{r?:;::'.y3';:';;'i, }o|';s' cou't No f isoioto, wesi 

-i,rp,,o

i)7' under the aboue fact and. circumstances, it has transpired. that thettllegation against .-fri Rajib ciosn ngoraing 
"in_statting 

of ccrv( ameras for surueillance o1 tn Huing ioi, i"otiio*, kitchen andlcilet of the complainant, Uia ean"ik Das I baseless.

I'his is for information and doing the need.ful please,,.

3' upon considering the report submitted by the AIGp(crime), the commission considered it appropriate to sendthe extract of the report to the comprainant for hercomments, if any, in writing, before the 
-commission. 

Thecomprainant on 07 /og /2024 appeared before thiscommission and submitted her ,""por". in writing inrespect of the report received from trre alcp (crime) fromthe office of the DGp, Tripura and the response/comments
of the complainant reads as follows:V
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In reference to the subject settred. aboue the comprainant begto submit the foltouing rines for kind consid,eraiio" il 1i"commissioner:-

1' That, from the report it reuears^*"! oc srinagar p.s took up theinquiry uide GD NO. 12 d.ated. 06/08/2024 and. iso uisited, the Spot.From this report it is not found, that the oc sinagar p.s. on whichdate uisited the spot and arso not mention it ang rine that the oc metuith the comnprainant and also to uisit the hoie of the comprainant
to fi.nd out the actual true of the complaint.

2. That in the report it is rtot crearrg mention the surrounding area ofsuruitlenance of the specifi.ea cCrv camera. oc iri"Z,i;;""r.;."i"i,intentionaug did not mention aboue any .inquiry of the hard. d.isk of thesaid ccrv camer, to find. out the 
"urr""ittoi"."oytnnt camera.

3' That, 0c srinagar arso mention a case which is fired by thecomplainant uide crse no. cR 48 oF 2024 in the satd. case 0csrinagar uerg int.entionailg submitted, a report to th.e court mentioningthat the comprainant fited the case ont[ to harassedthe reputatedpersons that the accused of the said. caie. Is it mentioned. here thatthe inquiry report submitted. by the oc srinagar p.s is suffering frombiased and a.lso h'.s some relaiion uith the 
";;";; person.

Therefore it is prager that the Honorabre commission maakindlg direct the cgber crime cen of p.s west to inquira the issues ctnd.to submit a final report tuith the cimments on 
"xo*ination of the hard.dise of the ccrv camera. under the suruein;;;;'"oy rn comprainanthome and house.

Honorabre commission ma!/ arso kind.ry be preased. to directthe said inquirg teams t9 thT inquiry the issies in presence of thecomplainartt along.utith her o_ne(i) person hauing the knowled.ge onthe said process of Computer.',

"TO
THE CHAIRPERSON
TRIPURA HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION
KUNJABAN, AGARTALA

COMPLAINANT NO 60 OF 2024
COMPLAINANT: - UMA BANIK(DAS)

suB'IECT: - comnents on the report submitted. bg AIGp (cime) forDGP, Tripura.

sI&
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4' considering the arlegations made in the compraint
and in the response received. from the comprainant and
also considering the response of the superior authority of
police, the commission decided that the matter shourd be
inquired by the Investigation wing of the commission,
headed by Dy.Sp, Sri Lalhim Molsom. Accordingly, the in
charge of the
submitted his

Investigation Wing of the
investigation report on

Commission

78/17/2024.

/2

conclusion of the report of the Investigation wing reads as
follows:

,,CONCLUSION:

D'Lring inquiry based. on qil auailabre euid.ences on record.s the
nilotuing facts has been estabtished:-

Kathiga Baba Ashram para ps srinagar is the comprainant of
instant ('ase' In the gear 2022, the comprainant purchased. approx
3% gancla of rand. in Kathta Baba Ashram from Ex-DIG of cRpF
namell4 Bararam shil and, h,,s been riuing in the said. house since
the year 2023 with her 2nd. husband..

2' sn Rajib Ghosh is a permanent resident of Krtshnanagar,
Agartala.He a.nd his famitg mem.bers liue in Agartala. On
04'01'2024 he has purchased a prot of rand, totar B gan.as at
Kathia Baba Ashram para uid.e khatian No-4s,g, RS ptot No-66s0
/ 11418 under srinagar TK offi.ciary from Ex-DIG of cRpF namery
Balaram shit for the purpose of buitding a farm rtouse. Rajib Ghoshis a Gout. employee, retired from Agianlture, Department,
Nagicherra office as Deputg Director of Agricurture qnd. he utas re_
appotnted in the same Deptt. sri Rajib Ghosharsils his farm houseto inspect and. ad.uice the raborers when construction work is
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undertaken, other than that he seld.om ulslls nor stag in his farm
land.

3. When Rajib Ghosh was about to construct his farrn land boundary

utall at that time Smt. Uma Banik Das told him that there are T

Fillars under her boundary and it should not get damaged and not

to touctt the Pillars, if ang damage ls done, he has to pag

compensation. So, Rajib Ghosh constructed his boundary tuall witlt
approx space roughlg one or tu.to inch from the fenced (barbed

utire) of complainant. Euen then the complainant is still unhappg

uith Rajib Ghosh.

4. Inside the farm land of Sri Rajib Ghosh there is a small store room

made of GCI sheet uith one door adjacent to the complainant

house with temporarA electric connection and on the other side is

farm house which is under construction.

5. The complainant alleged that on 7th/ Bth of July 2024, the

complainant came to knout that a CC Camera LUas installed at

store room made of GCI Sheet at Rajiu Ghosh land and noticed that

Camera installed facing towards her house so that euerything she

u.tas doing in the house tuas being captured on camera. The

complainant also sent a utritten complaint tltrough registered post

address to O/ C Srinagar Police Station reporting all the incidents

but till notu the Police of Sinagar PS had not inuestigated about

the matter nor uisited her house.

6. It is not a fact that O/C Srtnagar PS did not inquire into the

complairtt of Smt. Uma Banik Das. O/ C Srinagar receiued her

complaint through registered post wltich was entered in Srtnagar

PS uide GDE No.12 at 1205 hrs dated 06.08.2024 and O/C PS

conducted local enquiry uide Srinagar PS GDE No. 13 at 1220 hrs

dated 06.08.2A24. During inquiry O/ C Srinagar PS phgsicallg

uisiting the under construction farm house, store room of Srt Rajib

Ghosh, but there LUas no CCTV cameras found installed. Euen no
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electric line connection utas found auailable of on tlrc said farm
house at that time.

6. The tuorkers of sri Rajib Ghosh cannot go to his under construction

land because Smt. Uma Banik Das rudely abuses them. Once Sri

Rajib Ghosh took his tuife to sanu his farm house at that time also

Smt. Uma Banik Das used foul language against Srr Rajib Ghosh. Not

only Rajib but the complainant ofi.en uses abusing language agairust

the local public passing bg the side of sri Rajib farm land. It is also to

be mention here that sri Rajib Ghoslt had stop uisiting and other

tuorks in his farm land after coming to know about the complaint of
smt. uma Banik Das in Tipura Human Rights commission against

him.

7. The Inuestigation wing inquired into the complaint of smt. (Jma

Banik Das bg uisiting her house at Kathia Baba Ashram para d.ated"

08.10.2024 and had taken some stilt photos of the alleged po i.e st6re

room of sri Rajib Ghosh from her house complex but could not fi.nd"

ana ccrv camera. The inuestigation uing tuith Inspector Dilip
Debbarma / c srtnagar PS again jointly uisited the farm tand. of sri
Rajib Ghosh dated 30.10.2024 and thoroughlg check ail the store

room, farm house but could not fi.nd ang euidence of installation of
ccrv camera in any part of the building. Neighbors of smt. rJma

Banik Das uere consulted and examined in c/u the inquiry. From

their statements it is transpired that No ccrv camera had. been

installed in Rajib Ghoshfarm house. It is further reueared" that
the complainant has a bad relation uith her neighbors talrc often
quarrels with them for no reason and started fitting cases against
them. she complained against sri Rajib Ghosh, sri Balaram shil and.

5 others before the Ld. court of Judicial Magistrate lst c/ass, court
No-01 Agartala, west Tripura uide case r[o- cR 48 of 2024. on
16.08.2024 the Ld. court discharged all the accused persons namelg

Balaram Shil, Rajib Ghosh, Baby Deb, Smt. Ganga Saha, St. Sumitra
Roy, Babli Malakar and Mani saha as no merit in the submissiort of
the complainant side (the copg of order sheet enclosed herewith).
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B.InspectorDilipDebbarma7lCsrinagarPSinhisstatement
dated30.10.2024 mentioned that on 28.10.2024 0ne Babi Dutta had

submitted. uritten complaint bg one Babi Dutta witlt 41 others

(uomen) local public of Nagicherra, Kat?ia Baba Ashram Para against

smt. uma Banik Dc,s to o/ c srinagar PS, to the effect the Local Public

are unhappa for the uarious actiuities of lJma Banik Das for the past

one aear. Smt. |Jma Banik Do[s d,on,t obeg ang ulords or decisions or

orders of local elders, Panchayet, Mondols, Morchas or euen anA

social organization. The said u)omen are inuolued in uarious anti

social actiuities. This complaint entered. in GD uide sinagar PS GDE

No. 1B dated 28-10.2024.

g. In conclusion after through inquiry into the complaint of smt uma

Banik Das it is transpired that the allegation made against sri Rajib

Ghosh regarding of ccTV camera. taith the surueillance to the liuing

room, bathroom, kitchen and. toilet of the complainant illegally and

captuing pictures of the complainant tuhile bathirug, changing clothes

etc. is totallg found baseless.

submitted. to the Honora.ble ctmirperson and the members of

the commission through the secretary, Tripura Human Rights

commission, Kunjaban, Agartala for fauour of kind perusal and doing

needful please".

5. The commission considered the entire matter and

did not find any ground to disbelieve its own Investigation

Team. It is clear from the report that the allegation made

against sri Rajib Ghosh regarding use of ccTV with

surveillance of bathroom, living room, kitchen, toilet etc'

illegally and capturing pictures of the complainant while

bathing, changing clothes etc. are totally baseless. Rather,

it was revealed that one Baby Datta has submitted a

written complaint along \Mith 41 others of Nagicherra area,
u
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who were all women, to the effect that local people were

unhappy for various activities of Uma Banik (Das) for the

past one year and Smt. Banik did not obey Euty works or

decisions of the local elders, Panchayats, Mandals,

Morchas etc. or even social organization and she is
involved in various anti social activities. -The aspect of

allegations of Baby Datta and 4lothers are totally outside

the matter of this Commission. But from the report, it
appeared that the Investigation Wing inquired into the

complaint of the complainant by visiting her house at

Kathiababa Ashram Para on 08/LO/2O24 and had taken

some still photos of the alleged PO, i.e. the store room of

Rajib Ghosh from her house complex, but could not find
any CCTV camera. The Investigation Wing along with
Inspr. Dilip Debbarma of sri Nagar PS again jointly visited

the farm house land of Rajib Ghosh on 3O/LO/2O24 and,

thoroughly checked all the store room, farm house but did
not find any evidence of installation of CCTV camera in
any part of the building. Neighbors of the complainant

were consulted and examined and from their statements it
transpired that no ccrv cameras were installed in the
farm house of Rajib Ghosh. Rather, it revealed that
complainant had a bad relationship with neighbors and

often quarreled with them. she keeps the habit of lodging

cases against her neighbors. once, she complained against

Rdib Ghosh, Balaram Shill and 5 others before the Ld.

Court of the Judicial Magistrate, 1"t Class, Court No. 1,

Agartala, which was registered as CR 48 of 2A24 and on

L6/OB/2024, the Ld. Court also discharged all the accusedI

u
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persons narnely, Balaram Shill, Rajib Ghosh, Smt. BabyDeb, Smt. Ganga Saha, Smt. Surnitra Roy, Smt. BabliMalakar and Smt. Mani saha as there was no merit in thesubmission of the complainant,s side and copy of the samewas also enclosed.

6' The commission on careful consideration of thereport of its Investigation Wing is satisfied that theallegations of the compraint have got no merit and there isno need to proceed further with this inquiry. Accordingly,the inquiry of this commission is hereby c,0sed, finding nomerit in the complaint of the complainant.

Accordingry inform the comprainant.

On leave
(S.C. Das)

Chairperson

{I.",*
ChotFhuri)
Member

0l ,4 2-?
(u
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