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Dipak Kr. Rai & Cps. Sri Bhasla» Zuosh ¢

Written Statement ©ilnq by *he

Defondgn™ o.- 1 & 2.

DURG AP U Z.
Defendants -
Co .

The abovenated defendan

05* Respec*full.,

SHEWETH :-

1)

2)

3)

That *he suit ig no+ at all Main*ainable in +he

Presen* rora m.d law.

That *here ig o ese of action +9 i3lg +y s sul
azaire® “hese dcfendants.

Tha* tre plain*iifs have/Mad no Iocus s*andi +o file

QA

-

this type of harassive and false suit araingt +hese

deferdan's.

Tha* the i+ ig barred by *he Provigions of 3ec-3

.
e

of 3pecific Relief Ac+

That *he qui* e barrced by *he provisiong of es+
Benral Tand Redoras de*.

- /n
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6)

7)

3)

9)

10)

11)

12)
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That +he gui+ ig bad for defec* of par*icg.

i 2
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That the sui+ ig barred by +he prineipalg or estopple,

waiver, acquigcence and admisgion.
Tha* +he gui+ is barred by *he provisions of ¢.P.Code.

That *he plain™iffs 4ig no* come “o +he Id. Court witn
clean hands for +hig Treason “he sui* ig not a+ all

naintaiﬂable-

That +he gui+ ig not nmain*ainable due +o suppression

of meterigl facts.

That all the statementg ang a11e~a+1ons made by +he
p1a1n+1frg against thege defendan*g are totally falge,
fabricated, baseless and concocted ag guch these defen-

dants denied the same.

That the statements made in Para= 1 & 2 of +he Plaint
are totally false ang fabrica*tel, as such these defen~
dants denied “he same. I+ ig *o*ally false +*o say *hat
*he property men*ioned and described in *he schedule~-4
belong originally belonged *o Xali Prasanna Pal ang
Satigh Ch. Mondal and *he schedule-B Property belopged
*0 the *hen Zaminder Charu Chandra Mukhopadhyay. I+ is
also falge ;d say *ha* the aforesaig original ownerg of
*he gchedule-4 & B proper*y were pioug and religioug
nminded and'owned and possess Huée landed pProper+y in
Mouza~Pardahi. En+ire onug ig upon *he plaintiff +o

thelr s*a*ements by submltllqg CGgen® documentg.

That the gta*encr. Made in para=-? of +he plaint ig
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totally falge, fabrica‘ed and corncocted ag gueh *Mese
defendants denied *he game. 1+ ig *0*ally falge *o
say that the forefa*her'y I'redecesnors of *he plairy -
HILL Noe1 wid o*ler nmembers of *he allesed Trugtee
Board desired *o es*abligh a Iighmi Idel a* *heir
Villag ze hx exiabiten x Rdam by cona‘ruct *ing a Temple
and accordinply *hey were needed landed prover*y as
Per Jr..he.i.r reques* the alleged owners dedica‘*ed “he
landed property nentioned in *he gehedule-4 &
verbally +o +he *hen villagers of -Pardahi for +he
burpose of a Temple for es‘cablis"\ed and iAol of

' 'Bishmu' and also for fiari Sankirtan Ya* Tandir.That
*he plain*ifis are bound *o prove “he same by Filir

docunens.

14) That +we s*a*emen* made in para-4 & 5 of +ne plain+

{

ig *o+a11y false ard fabrica- ‘ed, as such deniegd oy
*hese defendar*s. I+ ig false *o say *ha* af*er gedi-
ca*ion of *+he property +he Temple and Hari Sankir+as
. Hat Mandir hag been cons*mected and the C2s* has bean
donated by *he villagers. I+ ig Talse +0 gay *‘za*
since 1gt January 1901 +he alleged Solanma ccmi‘* ee
of Pardahi village has been Performing *he Sevapuia
and' llaringn Sanklrtan In every yoar peaceNtlly ang

uninterruptodly. 4 iye onua lg upon *he plaip*is I'fs “o

prove the nanic.

15) Tha* the p*atemen® made in para= 6 af *he plain+ is
a coclk and bull A’ory. Yot ony 'ha* in false fabrica- .

«eop/ite
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16)

17)

bﬂ 1oy
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fabrica*ed and baseless for *his reassn ‘hece defer—
dan*s denied *he gsame. I+ ig *0*ally falge +0 nmay
+that* on 24.10.2007 311 “+he village Soloanna Committee
performed the Vijaya Sarmiilanl and on *hat day *hey
intend to entrug* *he Daily "Iord Bighmu" and Hari
Sankirtan andir in “he hands of alleged chari‘able
Trust for better manaéemen* and developmen* of fari
Sankir+an Yandir ¢ *“he Tenple of "Iord Fighmmu". T+ in
falge +0 gay “ha+ “he alleped ge*+lar formed *he
alleged Trugt Deed as desires by *he Villegers. Tae
Plaintiffs are Lound *o prove *he sane by docunentary

evidence.

That +he s*atement made in Para=T of *+he plain+* ig

false and fabricated for +iig reason denied by *these
deferdants. I+ ig falqe t0 say that ore of ‘e geti-
lors the plain*iff %o.1 hag decide “o make necessary

repairs and development of +1e alled +emple.

That the s*a*cmens made in nara= 8, 9 & 10 gre *o+g-
1ly falge, fabfica+cd, baseless and eoncoc*ed. Thege
defendan*s denied *heir s*a*emen*s and allega*ion.z
is to*ally false *+o gay *ha™ on and from 12.1.200g
these defgndan*s claiming *he schedule men‘ioned
préber*y ag owner. I* ig *o*ally falge “o say +hat
the Daily Ior# Bighmu and Hari Sankir+an Mandir have
acquired right,+itle,in*eres* and poaéession over

*the gchedule men%ioned property by way of dedication,
It 1g totally false *o sdy +ha! +he plaintiffs pogge-

....p/5.
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18)

15)
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Pogsessed the schedule nen*ioneqd pProper*y as well a4

v
..

%
]

schedule-5 bproperty adversely, operly, Peacefully ana
unintemptedly. Entire onug ig upon *“he plain*iffg <o

Prove *heir all g*a*emen‘s and alleza’ions.

Tha® *he gtatenerg made ir. para-11, 12, 13 & 14 of
the plaint* are +o *ally falge baseless concoc*ted ani
abrormal for thig Teason fhese defendar*s deried *he

sanee.
That +hege defendan*g beg *o giate :-

a) that the sui* propertieg as well ag +he schedule.
4 & B property ag described by +he plaintiffs ave
Vague. They did not mentioned +he diament+ion of
4 Sa*aks of Iand ou* of 92 Sa*taks of Tang over
Plo* [0.336 and 20 3 a*ais of Iand ou*t of 51 Satalks

of land over *“he plo+ 10,337 at* ‘ouza-Pardai;

b) +ha* +he Plain*iffs have no pi e +g "le in‘ereg+
. &

and possession over *he gchedule Proper+ies for
+his reagon *hey have no right +o que againg*
the defendant. No+ only *hat +he then alleged
Zamlnder and alleged land owner dld no+ dedica*eq
. the gehedule nentioned properties Toxr waking any
. Handir or wmaxt g+ Sala or Nat Mangir. They have no
Beope to challange +he ‘Recorq of Righ*s bvefore

*hig Ld. Couwt,
¢) that there Yag no Irugtee for +he gald Torg Bi ghr

and Tari Sanliir'g lg* -landir upto December, 2007,

. .'.p/6.
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a)

e)
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but admittedly +he Plain*iff hag g*ateq ey hova

[

founded g Charitable Trua* In mon*h of January,
2008 only o grab *he gchedule-n property i.e.
*he Plo* 10.337 by filing “hig “ype of falge and
bageless suit. Mo+ only *ha* ‘he Charl*able Mot
s a falge ore only *o Erab *he sui* proper‘ies
for intercs*ed person is *rying *o crea’ +he

Trugt:

that +here is no Record of Pights in R.S.& L.2.
lying in +he names of 'Iord Bighmi' a Hari Sankir-
tan Nat Mandir or in *he name of Truz* inrespec*

of Schedule-} Property +ill date;

tha* Sri Kartick Ca. Saha §/0. &wi Fighi Xanta
Saha of Vill.Ilakuddi is/was *we orizinal owmer or -
*he entire Plot+ vide M0.337 of louza-Pardai ang
(iuriné his pogsession he transferred the entire
portion of “he Iand infavour of Sri Asoke Kr.
Burman S/0. 3ri Jiban Prasad Burman and Sri Nemai
Ch. Nag'S/O. Iate Asu*ogh I'-faé‘by din* of Re;f;d Sale
Deed 10.221/1960 of Sub Reglg*rar Offlce at .

Burdwan and delivered *he Dogsession o twg+

.effec™. .if*cr acquiring *he »ight,+i*le, interen~

and possesslon of *he same “hey have Jointly
*rangferred *he on*ire plot In favour of Sri
Bhupal Chandra Ghogh S/o. Sri Priyana*h dhogh Ly
din* of Regd Sale Deed U0.4742/1961 of Sub-Resig-'
trar office Murdwan along with appropriate ske+ch ™
«v.p/7.
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L)

g)

. h)

i).

]
ol

nap and delivereq Pognennlon +o 'hgp+ effec*.

.—

tha* giqa Bwpal Chandra Ghogh pogacased *he on’ire
plot vide 104337 areq 51 ga*akg up*o his Jeatx
without any interruption arg Obg*ruc*ion fro ar-;
corner. And jug* after *he dea*h of szaiq Bhupal
Chandra Ghosh nig legal helrs namely Sri Bhaskar
Ghosh and it “onisha Ghogh have acquirei +:

entire plo+ énd ‘n'.he:ir nanes have duly heen recor-~
ed in *he L.R.Record of Rch's in ihalio 156 & 107
lo* only +hg~ *hey have paid +he se**lenent Ta--

before “he conm eten” authority of Govr+,
N

tha* +he lang is sltua*ion wisnin *le jurisdic*i-v
of Durpapur Yunieipal Corpora*+ion due “o *hig rezn:
reason *he presen* owmers of Flot 4,357 Mave paii
*he holding Rax inrespec” of Plo+ N0.337. Yo ol
*hat +he presen* owners of *he gaig plo* Sri

Bhagkar Ghogh and Manisha Ghogh hag Join*ly applj

-
ed for conversion of land before the I3,

I N 7T -
N el

L.Rr.0. Dur:apuy~

that +he Plaintiffs are no+ *he owner oy occupier -

or posacssor of the plo* no.3%7 of y'ouza~Pardai.

'"‘nc,y i‘aJ sely Incorporateq *ha few bor*ion of plo+

0.237 in *heip gui+ orly *o harrag +he defendan+
11001 & 2.

that the plaintirrg dld no+ sPecify +he schedule~
A & Schedule-5 Proper*y ir *heir plain+, Adnitteq-

P
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BAsakare Gusvh,

Admittedly they stated the avea of Schedule~4A
Property ig O4 Satak out of 92 Sataks and the
area 0of gchedule~B property i1g 20 Satak out of

51 Sataks. The plaintiffg neither mention the
boundary of the schedule-A & B property mor
Armexed proper sketch map in their rlaint. In
thig situation the plaintiffs have no gcope *o
Pray for declaration & permanent Injunction order

over their suit properties.

that the gtory of adverse possession is totally
falge and fabricated and these defendants meither
connected with the Plot No.336 nor making any
oonstruction work over the plo+ No.336 of Mouza-
Pardal. There ig no amalgatation of Plot Fo.336 &
337 on the locality.

20) That save and except all the statements which are

specifically admitted by these defendants those are
bound to prove the plaintiff by adduoing evidences.

In the facts and circumstances statec_l
above your Honour graciously be pleage-
d to dlegmigs the guit with cogt.

AFFIDAVIT

I, Sri Bhaskar Ghosh S/0. Iate Bmpal Ch. Ghogh, aged
about _‘jg_’yrs yby falth-Hindu,by occupation-Advocacy,resi-

...p/9. -
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resident of 76 Raj Danga Main Road, P, O.Zolka+a-’h P.3.Kagba |

do hereby g0lemnly affirm and declare as follows :—
1« That I am one of +hz: defendants in thig case.
2+ That I am well acquainted with the facts of

thiﬂ cade

That the above made all gtatements are true to my kmowledge
I sign and swear this affidavit on thip the _SL day of
November,2009 at Durgapur Court.

Drafted b
typedeat gymgi‘fice, BMNL élr‘/WYL)

Identified by me,

Advocate. : Declgrant.



