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'fhe present complaint was registered on the

basis of a written complaint flled by one Shri Benu

Paul, S/O Late Bhanwary Paul o1' Kathal Bagan

opposite to B.ED College, Agarlala under NCC PS

having Mobile No. 7005853575 against sorre police

olficers of NCC PS. 'fhe fact constitr"rting the

complaint was that the complainant rvas u rr-rnning

business on rent in the house of Latc Subhash Sinha,

a retirecl DSP and the house is now owncd by his

wife Smt. Neela Sinha, (iurkhabasti, Kathal Bagan.

Thc complair-rant cntered into an ngrcement in tl"rc

year 2021 ancl tcrms of that agreement expired on

3110712024. According to him, the present owner

Neela Sinha witl-rout giving any intirnation to him

engerged the OC and tl-rc Seconcl OlLlccr of NCC IrS

lbr his eviction. Accordingly, OC and the Seconcl

Olficer o1 NCC PS visited his shop-hut and
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threatened her to close the shop. On l;06 1025, in

the alternoon, Second Officer of NCC P\ carne ar-rd

abused his wife at his shop ir-r dirty langLrage arrd

threatened her to vacate the shop 'ur,ithin ll :tt-rurs

otherwise they should be ready. tbl clare

consequences. The complainant claimed tl-rat he Lu-pr

Its. 500001- as security amount to Neela Sinha. The

money rcceipt of the security deposited was not

given to him. 'l'he shop-hut is his only source of

income. At preser-rt, hc is staying in a rented house

with his wife and datughter. J'he complainant prays

for dr-re action against those police officer since his

human rights to live with dignity have been violated

by them and also prays fbr allorving him some more

times to search suitable places for his shop premises.

2. When the Commission was considering the

incident, suddenly one telephone came in the mobile

o1't1re cornplainant bearing No. 7005853757 from a

mobile No.70050 52184 and according to

complainant, the OC, NCC PS, had called hirn

asking him to appear bcfore the NCC PS

in-rmediately without loss of time ancl threatonecl hirn

for violation of his direction. Considering the gravity

of the circumstances, the Commission deemed it fit
to take cognizance of the matter and the Comrnission

sent copy of the cornplaint to DGP, 'li'ipura with
(
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revealed that on 0411012021 , mother of the conrplaint

that is Nilla Sinha rented out a shop to Benu Paul fbr

3(three) years on execution of a written agreement.

The period o1'that agreement was over in July 2024.

Despite expiry of the tenancy oll agreement, Ilenu

Paul did not vacate the shop. When Neela asked to

Benu Paul to vacate the shop, Benu Paul vcrbally

abused hcr using filthy languagcs and threatened her

to dare conscquences. T'hereaftcr, con-rplainant u.as

suggested to approach the Civil Court lor reclressal

as the matter was in civil nature. A prosecution

reporl uls 126 BNSS vide PIt No.821 dated

1110612025 was also subn-ritted against Benu Paul to

prevent commission of any other seriours offence in

near l uture.

5. On2510612025, Neela Sinha sr"rbrnitted another

complaint at NCC PS alleging that on that day while

she askecl his tenant to pay rnonthly rent which he

was not paying for last eight months, Benu Paul

became violent and aggressive and used filthy

languagcs and threatened hcr saying thal he wotild

kill hcr. She mentioncc'l that her only son was out o1'

the state tbr his stucly and she was alone in the house.

She apprehended that Benu Paul might cause her

serious harm any time. Accordir-rgly, the complaint

rvas arlso entered in NCC I'}S GDII No. 14 datcd



2510612025 and in thzrt rxatter wotren SI, Upasana

Debbau'ma submittecl another prosecution u/s 126 of
BNSS vide PR No. 959 dared 2610612025.

6. Again on2710612025, Sourav Sinha fr_rrther

submitted another co,rplaint statir-rg that on that day

morning, he was goir"rg to Lake Chowmuhani market

liorn his house and at that tirnc Benu paul wrongly

restrainecl him at thc corner of Fleritage park and

abused lilthy languages ancl also threatenecl to kill
him. 'fhat was also entered in the GDE No. 1l of
datecl 2710612025 and accordingly, OC, NCC pS

talked to Benu Paul over rnobile phone a,d asked

him whether he coulcl coltle to NCC pS for an

enquiry into tl-re co,rplaint frlecl by Sourav Sinha. It
was denied by DGI'}, 'I'ripura that the oc ancl Seco'c]

Oflicer, NCC PS visited the shop and threatened

Benu Paul to close down the shop and then on

2510612025 afternoon, Seconci Officer u,ent to the

shop ancl abused the wifo of Benu paul in dirty
languagcs and threatened her to vacate the shop

within 24 hours.

7. During encluiry, as per statement of Nccla

Sinha and her son it was rcvcalccl that lrenu paul

deposited cash of lts. 70,000/- as security mrney for
two rental shop ancl the rent was fixecl @ I{s. 5,3001_

per rnonth ancl total rent fbr eight rnonths amounting
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to Rs. 42,4OOl- remarined pending. As per statements 
]
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of Neela Sinha, an amount of Rs. 19801i- against

electricity Bill against two shops was also pencling.

Earlier Benu Paul have taken Rs. 25,000/- lion-r her

on lone and totai outstancling balance was

Rs.87,201/- whereas seourity money deposited was

only I{s.7,000/-. 'Ihe DGP, 'fripura denied that OC,

NCC PS had asked Bcntt Paul to appellr belore him

at NCC PS immcdiately without loss of tirne and

threatened him f-or violation o1'the clirection. Rather,

it is stated that OC, NCC PS have called Benu Paul

for over telephone and lormal[y aslced him whether

he could come to NCC PS fbr encluiry in respect of

the complaint submitted by Sourav Sinha and Benu

Par-ri replied that he was at Indranagar and he would

be at NCC PS after 30 mirrutes. To avoicl any

contradiction, the voice conversation was recorded

and it was noted in the GDE No.15 date 2710612025

and that was also enclosed in the pen clrive. It is

stated that police of NCC PS actecl or-rly on the

written complaint of Sourav Sinha and Neela Sinha.

Moreover, after enquiry separate prosecution rcports

were submittecl against Benu Paul. 'fhe Corrlnission

have sent the report of the DGP, 'fripura to the

complainant for his response, if any. The

complainant also submitted one response but that



response did not focus anything regarding the

allegations made irr the report of the DGp, 'Iripura.

Ilut he denied claim of police that he did not pay any

rent rather he claimed that he had paid the rlonthly

rent regularly and claimed that frir that no receipt

was issued by the land lady and also clairnecl that

using police he was physically tortured.

B. Hc denicd thc claim of tl-re AIGP (Crime) thal

he clid not pay rent. She also reiterated thc sarne

allegation against the police officers ancl clai,recl that

he clepositecl Its.50,000/- as security armount and

prays to take suitable action against police offlcers

u,ho are pressurizing him taking the sicle of wife of
Subhash Sinha who was a retired police officer.

9. l'he Commission considered it necessarry to

examine tl-re complainant so that views o1' the

complainant can be perceivecl by the Comnrission

and accordingly llxed the r.rexl date on 0711012025

lbr his examinatio,. But o, that date, complainant

remarincd abscrnt rvithout u,ry step. so, the scconcl

opportunity givcn to thc complainant ancl fixing

today tbr his appearance. But today also co,rplainant

remained abset-rt without any step.

10. 'fhe frequent absence of the complair-rant to

give his statement on oath is an inclicartion that eithcr

the allegation made by the complai,ant u,as lalse or

,
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he is not interested to proceed with a complaint Ibr

some reasons best krrown to him. It is clear that

when the complaint was made and the Com-mission

was considering the complaint of- the complainant,

some telephonic oall came liom police tl-rat was also

admitted by police in tl-rcir report. It also shows that

the lancl owner was a retirecl police olficer in the

rank of DSI', good numbers of cornplainants were

submitted by the wife and son of Late DSP on those

complaints. Police submitted PR against the prescnt

complainant which show that police had show'n their

inclination taking side of the lancl owner. But in

absence of any eviclence of the compliant, the

Commission is unable to find that any particular

policc offlcer has taken the sicle of the land orvncr or

land lady to harass the cornplaint and violated his

hurnan rights to live u,ith dignity.

1 1. Though there is a clear indication tl-rat police

showed some extra interest in this mattel but in

absence of evidence of the complainant, this

Comn-rission is not in a position to opinc that the

human right of the complainant havc been violatecl.

-I'hus, the Commission considers that it r,vill not bc

wise to proceed further and this case should be

closed at this point. Accordingly, the present case is

disposed of without further action or without any



fu rther recommendation.

12. Infonn accorclingly to the complainant and

also to the DGP, Tripura. publish the order in the

website.

( JUSTICE ARINDAM LOD}I )
CHAIITPERSON

(u.cH ;
MEMI}ER
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