
S,L. Ns

In the matter of :

Sibnath Chakraborty

.....Applicant
-Versus-

The State Of l,Vest Bengal & Ors.
Respondents.

IHDE}T

Jo

BEI.ORE THE HOITBLE IYATIOI{AL GREEI{ TRIBUI{AI,
EAS?ERtr ZOI{E BEI{CH, KOLKATA

oRIGrryAL Jtppl,rcA?ro$ $$. 9r /2A281EZ

Fiied bv

*I(g.:
Krishnendu Bera

Advocate
Mob:9804470595
Email : krishnenduberaS7@gmail. corn

*t-Ji Rf,-lq

tc Q9* 
'0l\l :ubag

+
It

#V}o

DL PARTICULARS ANNEXURE PAGE

1
_1. Affidavit 1to6

1 JIN tg?6

Brn?

(L.-



BEI.ORE THE HOII*'BI,E ISATIOHEL GREEI{ ?RIBUI{AL

EAS?ERIiI ZONE BENCH, KOLI(ATA

oRrcrr[Al. AppLrcATrOtr ![o" 91 / 2a?.5 I EZ

in the matter of :

Sibnath Chakrabortv

..""".Applicant

-Versus-

State of West Bengal & Crs.

Resp*ndents"

e*E HfSH, AFFtr*AEFET OIE HHSiALF *F' ASEIES *H;A?YERJEE,

RE&P*H*EI![T EqSMBER 1 3.

I, Ashis Chatt+{*e, Scn ,.:f l-,ate Hari.}:h*ia *h*uerje*- agecl

abcut.70 -lrear*, tl*. taith- Flinda, h,y Oeeupaticln- Unemplc3.eel, resiriing

at 22*, Sarat Ch.atte{ee Eoad, F.C- Shibpur, Distriet- Hcwrah- Fin-

7i 1102, c1o hereb3..- solemnl.v affii'm and *tate a* folleiw"*:-

1. That I am the respondent no. i 1 in the instant original
appiication and as such I am well acquainted with the facts and

circumstances of the instant original application and competent to
sign and s$rear this affidavit.
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proper adjudication of the instant case an<l the paragraphs

and/or portion of the paragraphs rvhich are not specifically admitted,
be deemed to have been denied by me.

3. with regarrl i* ihe *taresie=t* reade in p*-ragr:aptts i" ] *f ijre
said *riginal applir:atir:r':,, { sa_,., t-h*** &ge rcatte::* *i re{_:i}::d: as:d

ar:3lthia.g e*r:trary t* th* ::e**rd* i *.*ry-- ar:d rlispute e*_e?: a:":.ei every

St.* fe ft're n ts/e1 legt i iai-: S,

4. That."a,.ith r*garc1 ta t}:re statements r*atie iri Baragra*}:s 3,:.i.e:rrj

5 *f the said appli**ti*::s i rle*;.. and ciispute ea*}: anrl ever3,- *llegari*rrs
made therein and further say that the ansll-ering respondent is one of
the co-sharer of pond in question situateri at H.M.c holding no. 2s3,

Sarat Chatterjee Road, Ho,,nrah 7117A2 inherited the share of
predeeessor La.t-e Haibhola Chatterjee measuring i Cettah irtore or

less and I trave no knowledge about the other cc-sharers of the pond

in question. It is denied that the answ'ering respondent is filiing the

said pcnd and not encroached an3,. portion of the u,atertrod-rr upon

contlnuous dumpir:g of garbage.

5. That w"iti: regarc to the statements made in paragraphs 6 ancl T

of the said application I sa3r that those are matter of record and

anything ccntrary to the records I deny and dispute each and every

allegations and further say that the answering responrlent has no

kno,uvlerlge ahout w-hether tones of fish

tire said pond f,eur ,vcars agei cr nct. o
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6. That with regard to the statemer:ts rnade in paragraphs g, 9, 1o

of the said application I denS- and dispute each ancl every altregations
made therein and furthel: sa)' that no developer has ever contacted
r,r,-ith the ansrvering respolrdent. It is stated th.at the share of the
ansu,'rri:':.s respcr:ce*t is at the :.loi-theffil *qirie *f the p*i:rirre'at*ri:*riy
and have i1o k**rrledge a"*aut ii:e du:=pi,ng o{ de'i:r;s ir: the rx*::th of
Aprii, 2{}';2 in the $*i;rher;l *irle *f th* p*nd in quesri+r: an:d t}ie
answering respondent never attempted to change the nature and
character of the pond.

7. Taat N,ith regard to the statements made in paragraphs 11" 12,

13, 14 of the said applicati*n I den-v and dispute eaclt an{t evefl,

allegations made therein q'hich are contra:y to the records a-trcl further
sa-y* that answering respor:dent have ns knar,viedge about the

urtkn*r.+'n pers<iir rah* g*ra?:ted drirnping clei:i:rs . ir:ce Jan:-;.ar;r. 2L:23

di*rvrantliirg ":auti*rr*ry li*ard* a:rei ii is rier:i*d th*r tl:* an*wering

l-e*pondent i:eiag the cr:-olirrfr fiever di,rr:ped an-r. rlebris ifi ti?e said

pond.

8. That with regard t* the staternents rrade in paragraphs 15, 1G,

17, 1*, 19 erf ttre said applieatr*n I der-:-v and- rlispute earii and evel:.,

allegations made therein which are contrary to the records and
reiterate that ansr,r,'ering respondent have no knora'ledge about whether

on and from 06.03"2024 dumping earth was restarted in the pond and

answering respondent r:ever tried to change the nature and character

of the pond in questron" The ansr.r'ering

balance af ec*iog,- *f the ponrtr be restErred,.

also prays f*r
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s. ?hat -"vith i:*gard t* th* stateme;:ts made i* paragra*hs 2G r* 2g
*t- tl:* sar<l appii*ati*rr i derr3, ar:d di*pi:te each *:iel ev*13. *ll*gati*ns
r.vhich ar* c*ntrafs ts the recE:::Cs ar:* i-epeat a=ncL ::eiter:*te state:ner:t
griaei-* i+ e="riie peltegraphs. I se-1, fiirthsr Ehat +nsu,'eri::g::*speindent is
n*t a."lrare ab*ut lodging of rrutrer*us e*mpiain-ts if anr:. ?:ef*r:e the
eompetent auth*ritv. That at the ccst *f reFetitiori ar:**.ering
reepondent again reiterate t-hat he *ev*erti-ieri ta fiii up the iarge pand
c<lmprised ir: municipai irclding rio. zs3. Sarat Chatteqjee Raad,

Horvrah- 7111o2 fbr c*nstruction *f muiti-storied buildfu:g.

ic, That a'ith regarEi ti, the *t*terr?*r:t= 
=:e-ei* i* p;*rag,:rep?:s ?g rc j?

ol the sairl appii*ati*r: I rie::y *;:rl dispute eaeh End *ve::i. aiiegati**.e
r,:,-hieli ar,e e*intrar-a,'tr] the r***rt1= a::.ci ::*p*at *.nei r*it_e::.are stfrt*me:1t

*:"ade in earlier pai'egra?]hs. The aristr!,'er1r?g ;-esp*r?del:i f:-irt?rer. srate
that at anv point of time he ne,,.er tried ta fill up the ponri comprised
in rounicipal holding rio. 253, sarat chatterjee Raa.d, H*wrah- T11l0t
b3' u'ay' of dumping debis in the saic ponc" it is stated that the
answering respondent is aged about 7O yea::s u.ho has no ph3,"sicatr

ability to fill up the pond upCIn dumping debris in hjs I kattah area
over there in the north-rl.est side and if an3r direction i:e issued to
clean anrl rel:rev€ encrqachryents from the pone!, the ansr.vering

respondent has no objection.

11. with regards t* the Grounds and prayers as stated. in the said
ariginai applicat.ion I say that *ave at;d *xcept th*se gr*iar:ds haying
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12. it is iurtl:er *r:b:'raitted that it: {k*ts arid eirci;r:r*tar:ces *{ the
eace the l:*i:'ble Nati*nal Greer: "rrib*_nai be pl*a*erl t* pass
appropriate *rrier ir: c*n:-r:eeti*e the said appiicaii*r: f-cri ttre pr*tectian
*f ,:nEi.r*nrn*at.

13. That. the *tate:'nent* made in paragraphs i tr: 1* a1e ar11r to rn_r,

kn*wleCg* a.nd r*st ar* ::1-? respectfiil srei*=n:issirn.

A=hi s q\ffitru
DEPONENT {lIdentified b3, me

Advocate
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yESirle4Tj.Jfi:

I, Ashis. chatterjee. son of Late }{arihh*ia chatterjee, the Deponent
n'ithin named. do herekr,y verifi. atrd deciare that the staternents made
iir the af*resaid paragraphs ancl correct tc the hest of my
kno,,r.ledge and that notlring materiai has
been csncealed tirere

Verified at

Identifiecl by me

_-!G^-r-

Advocate

BHATTACHARYYN
City Ctv'tGourt

Calc.t.'.
\
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