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Received a complaint lrom one bbarma,
resident of Durga Chorvclhury Para, P.O Khash

Noagaon, R.K Nagar having mobile no.9862066564. It
is alleged in the complaint that in the year 2019 one

Naresh Debbarma, S/O 1.t. Birenclra Debbarma,

illegally encroached over a portion of that lancl recorded

under Khatian No- i 541 l, R.S plot No. 24gA,24gT,24gB

& 2503, and br,rilt a structure over the said lancl. After

knowing that immediately the complainant ancl his
younger brother Bishal Debbarma, issued a legal notice

to Sri Naresh Debbarma, throngtr Ld. Adrrocertr:

Raghunath Mukherjee, demanding to vacate the land.

Thereafter notice receiver himself filed civil suit before

the court of Ld. Civil .h:dge, West Tripura Agarrtala,

which was registered as T.S 31 l2olg & T.S.C.C

05l20 19 against the complainant.

During the pendency of those cases Sri Naresh

Debbarma, along with his family members and

associates, started to pressurise the complainant ancl

other owners to transfer the land in their name and

failing which they also threatend them for dire

consequences. Certain members of the village Khandal
Committee also supported thern and continr_rously

Order

otlttl2025,



sing coercing the t. PerhapS the
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word 'Khandal \Iras a mlS take it might be .Mandal 1StI

also ailegecl that Naresh Debbarma had cut down and

destroyed large number of trees such as mango'

coconut, betel nut, jackfruit' ancl varitlus fruit-bearing

and flourering trees st-anding on the land of the

complainant, where the complainaut protested against

those unlawful action' they became violent and

aggressive and. startecl to attack the complarinant

ph)rsically and also threatened him ancl his person' The

complainant lodged several complaints to the local

police statir:n, but no effective action was taken' Only a

case u/s 107 cr' PC was registered ancl forwarded the

same before the Ld' SDM's court" The SDM heard the

matter and directed the opposite partied to execute

bond for good behavior' But even after execr'rtion of a

boncl, Naresh Debbarma & his associates they

continued to trouble the complainant and pressr'rrized

the complainant in the name of "shalshi Sabha" trr

transfer the iand to Naresh Del:barrna and to withdraw

the comPlaint.

During

SecretarY and

COVID- 19 ' lockdown in 2020, the

President 0f Durga Choudhuri Para

Sangha Club, narnely Shantalal Debbarnra' and Bappi

Debbarma, issuecl a notice' on t8'08'2020 calling tor

an urgent meeting in the month of August 2O2O and by

that. notice also he iLrther warnecl the complaina'ut'

There are some other allegations which relates to

incidentof2o2oltisstateclthatafterfull-fiedged
hearing both the T.S case no 3ll2ol9 and T'S CC



0612019, were in favour of the compl alnan t
confirming their ownership and possession over tht:
clisputed land. After losing the case, i;eing aggrievecl

witlr the orcler, dated, 02.12.2022, passecl by the Ld.

civil Judge senior Division, west Trrpur, in those
cases, they preferred appeal before thc Addl. District
.Iudge, West Tripura, which was registerecl as T.A
A7 12023 and T.A OB|2O23. During pendency of the
appeerls said Naresh Debharma and his associates
continuously used to harass them in various ways.

There are some other arlegations of the year 2o22
in respect of those cases. It is also sturted that on
25.08.2023 mother of the complainant passed away.
Following her demise those accused persons forcibly
prevented the complainant from performing her
cremation on their iand and thus committeci inhuman
act and violated fundamental human ancl religious
rights of the complainant. Taking advantage of their
social expulsion and absence of official protcction, the
accused persons and their associates now iltegally
occupied their. lands and properties. One person
namely swapan Debbarma have irlegaliy .ccupied the
norther. portion of their lanci. It is allegecl that on
28.O2.2025, the Ld. Addl. District Jurdge, West Tripura,
after full-fledged hearing clismissecl the titleci appeal
preferred by Naresh Debbarma in favour of the
Complainant.

On perusal of [he complaint petition, it erppears
that all incidents took place more than one year back
and moreover there was a civii dispute ancl regarding



\

the dispute cases were stituted before ctvil court.

In those civil cases, judgments urere passed and those:

jud.gments were also challenged in appeal ar-rd appellate

court. confirmecl the lower court judgment.s' Now

regarcling the courts order, if any action is required to

be terken, then the complainant is to approach the civil

court. The human Rights Commission h'as got no such

autl-rority to decide the clispute of the con-rplainant

whichistotallycivildisputebetweenhimanclNaresh

I D.birr.r*a and other Parties'

As per Rule 9 of TriPura Human Rights

Comrnission regulation, 2022, this Commission cannot

entertain any civil dispute such as property rights'

Nloreover all the inciclence took place lnore than one

year back. So, this Commission cannot entertain the

complaint filled bv the complainant' Complainant is at

liberty to approach the civil court for proper redress'

Thus, tl-re present complaint is disposed of without any

further order.

Inform accordingly the complainant '

(fustice Arindam Lodh)
ChairPerson

(uditkr;.t,
Member


