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Appendix 01

Examples of Case summary of selected rural disputes in different areas in Bangladesh
(Source: from 01-20, Rahman, Firoz, and Hoque 2010, from 21-42, Dr. Abul Barkat 2012)Y~

Attempt of Physical Assault for Cattle Trespassing (Rahman, Firoz, and Hoque 2010)

Case -01 A%\

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Rahima Md Shahjahan

Vill: Billmamudpur, P.O. Baitul Aman Vill: Billmamudpur, P.O. Baitul

Union: Aliabad, Upazila: Kotwali, Faridpur Union: Alimabad, Upazila“Kotwall, Faridpur

nearby paddy field (which is owned by Shahjahan) to graze her cow, the re nt rebuked her with
obscene language. Being offended, she warned to beat him with a stick. T ondent rushed to her

to beat her with a stick. But because of the intervention of his wife, he ¢ t beat her. Rahima then
complained to the UP Chairman to punish Shahjahan for misbe with er.chiving the
complaint, Chairman served a notice to the respondent to appear before the Vitlage Court. e
g
Majibur Rahman, husband of Rahima Begum represented his@he case; R nc‘an&%ﬁhhjahan
himself was present there.
¥ Y

In reply to the petitioner’s statement Shahjahan reported that cemmplain W avior wi e petitioner
was false and fabricated. After investigation it was proveddhat c lai ima’s wa e. The Village

Rahima complained against Shajahan of the same village on 6th May 2008 that n she went to the
hecsp

@ ™

a
Court ordered the respondent not to repeat the same misgha i again‘.nﬁiu hjahzz ught apology for

his misbehavior. The village court settled the issue amc\ \ Py

oS O
Case - 02 % T 4<\
Land/Property Dispute A

/

&>
Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address ofthe Respondent
Khushia Begum \ M jan Munshi</
Husband: Late Nisaruddin Munshi A Raslut%lunshi
Vill: Sannyasir Char, Union: Sannyasir nyasig-€har, Union: Sannyasir Char
Upzila: Shibchar, Dist: Madaripur : Shj@hﬁ , Dist: Madaripur
Khushia Begum complained to th halrman‘ot the respondent were living in the same
compound for long years. But a% th heKhn Munshi started misbehaviors with her.
On 10th January 2009, when KhusShi Begur‘; wa i ee at the price of Tk 1200, the respondent
has created obstacle so that ould notisell t ee. Kl ia Begum appealed to the Chairman so that

she could get the price of thigtree without cle. /™
Second party Ranjan Munshi submitted amgglicwérétating that the complaint was not fully true. He

informed that because he'Wasliving in the ound of the tree, he demanded fifty percent share of
the price of the tree mining allithe evi and based on the statements of the witness, the

Village Court chaired e UPgah ir as ch n ordered for the equal share of the money (price of
the tree) to be gi thie accused. the parties accepted the verdict.
N
S

3
Ny
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Case - 03

Dispute on repayment of loan

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Farida Begum (Rina) Md Abul Mia

Father: Motahar Bepari Village: Mahisher Char

Village: Mahisher Char, Union : Panchkhola Union : Panchkhola, Upzila: Madarip %
Upzila: Madaripur Sadar, Madaripur District: Madaripur L’

4
Farida Begumgave a loan of Tk 10,000 to Md Abul Mia one year ago, with the condit iom%t?ﬁl Mia
would pay back Tk 10,000 and 20 kgs paddy to her. But the accused did not pay back the money and paddy
as per contract. She filed a petition to the Chairman. Village Court was formed by the n. The case
started on 15.09.07 and ended on 28.09.07. Village Court heard the case and asked Abul'Mia to pay back

the money and paddy as per contract. Farida Begum got back her money and paddw

Case-04 z
l
nt

Dispute on nonpayment of rickshaw rent "

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Addr the Respo

Md Majibar Millat Md Raihan Mondal ® Y.
Father: Late Md Kharshed Mimdat Father: Md K N
Village: Bill Mamudpur, Union : Aliabad Village: Bi pur, U iorvxial)a 07
Upzila: Baitul Aman, Faridpur Upzila: Bai man, Faridpur Ty~

Majibar Millat, the owner of a Rickshaw, complained to the air gayl[Raihaq)Mandol, the
rickshow puller of his rickshow did not pay the rent amount of Tk. ma%’w\ .07.0 8.07.07). He
already complained to the local leaders but Raihan Mondw their @: Raihan also
said that he would not give the money; the complainantfou whatev es. Cha n immediately
formed the Village Court. The Village Court chaire e UP chair d bgﬂve petitioner and the
respondent. The Court along with the witness found th ndent guiltygThen the.court asked him to pay

Tk 500, and he paid the amount and promised notge repeat thi albehavior in future.

Md. Shiraj Ali W "
Husbénd: S i@li

Father: Nazimuddin
Village: Ramnagar, P.O: Kunjunai Villdge: IR gar, P.O: Kunjunagar

P.S: Nagarkendi, Faridpur Nagarkendi, Faridpur

Case - 05 & P

Do mestic Conflict “« Q-

Name & Address of the Petitioner Na dress‘ofthe Respondent
‘ t ima

Mr Shiraj Ali submitted an application™to t Court agdinst his wife expressing his readiness to
divorce her, because of her being encec‘ by brotherzinzlaw she spent lot of money to go abroad for
d,s

job. Despite repeated objecti the hus did no heed to him. She was pregnant at that time.

Because she was moving t%tc here for preparation of going abroad, she had miscarriage of

the baby. Lot of money \% forthertre g’ M lima has confessed the complaint partially. For
ol a

her mistake She sou gy to'her_h , @er-in-law, and mother-in-law through the Village
Court. She expresse e to stay in her family:
P .

Under the abov tances b onrthe idence and confession of the accused, the Village Court
chaired by the Uhhal n ordered that she Id abide by the advice of her husband in future, otherwise

she would h er severe punishmen e case was settled amicably and Aklima’s husband accepted
his wife. ; ?
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Case — 06

Dispute on misbehavior of husband for payment of additional amount of Dowry

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Mst Reshma Khatun MdNazrul Islam

Husband: Md Nazrul Islam Father: Md Abul Hossain _ i _
Village: Ambalpur, Upzila: Goalando, Dist: Village: West Ambalpur, Upzila: Goalando, N ri
Rajbari 4

Reshma Khatun was married to Nazrul Islam six years ago. Nazrul took Tk. 25,000 as WWhat time.
They led happy life for two years. After that her husband and mother -in-law started torttfing her for
bringing more money from her parents and finally sent her to her parent’s home. He ily filed a case
against the husband in Village Court. Village Court chaired by the UP chairman heard eVerything from her
th

husband and his family. Her husband divorced her and the court asked him to payw sand taka to her.

Village Court did not do justice for her.

Reshma is not at all satisfied with the verdict, because she and her family WQie Eo nd not influential,

Case - 07 '

Dispute over land occupation

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the ondent $ Yoo
Shukur Ali Md Aynul )
Father: Md Mahtab Ali Father: Israfil l ’ _\C‘)
Village: Chandpur, P.O: Chandpur Village: ChandpuriR.O: Chagdp r Y.

Upo Zilla : Katiadi, Dist: Kishoreganj Upo Zilla : iadinpbist: Kisho )

Shukur Ali’s land is situated near the house of Aynal. Aynal for€ibly oc ‘féd\i eci ll’iﬂﬁ of Skukur's
land. Shukur complained to the Village court and village i ell th;'!%ﬂ to Aynal for a
small amount of money. But petitioner refused to ac

S thei‘ cause Aynal is a

leader and an influential person in the village the co N

Case — 08
Marriage from Immoral Relationship

Name & Address of the Petitioner f theyRespondent
Mst Marium Akhter é‘ssak‘z&::
Father: Md Mokh lesuddin li

Village: Rajballev, P.O: Rajgherte agejRajballey, P.O: Rajgherte

UP glll g chora, Dist: Rangpur

UP Zilla : Gongachora, Dist: Rangpur Y’

During Jan-Feb 2009, Marium fal in love with Awl ssain. Both of them became very
intimate. Consequently Marium um’ became ntf® Being informed about the matter Awlad
suggested her to do abortion. She did not'agr W propasal*Then she informed it to her mother. Her
mother informed it to the mot &wlad. l\wla motherpfomised to arrange marriage with her son but
requested Marium’s motherftodo abortien of dau; l(@} secretly. Her mother has done it secretly.
Afterwards the mother ofﬁw used egthe Krl'iage. The father of the girl after being informed
the whole story lodged c% to lgcal UR ufm eriarglotherdistinguished persons of the village.
Whole village was divi Intg two groups about this issue. They arranged meeting two/three times but the
issue could not be he group la more influential than the opposite group. Then
Mariums’ father info it tlp airm new committee was formed with the Members,
distinguished pe, Matbars illagYheaded by the Chairman. Marium’s Father requested the
village people to attend the Shalish. But the respondent was absent in the Shalish. So the villagers did not
hen Moklesuddin, fathecfbf the Mariumdecided to file a case against Awlad Hossain.

Being afra lad's father requested the Chairman to arrange a 'Shalish' and promised to abide by the
decision of h. But Chairman himself was absent in the Shalish. The Shalish committee seriously
critici spondent and blamed the girl and her parents also. Awlad told that he will marry Marium if
she ive'back the child or to repay 10 lac Taka. Otherwise he will not Marry Marium, At last 'Shalish’
h erdict that Marium's family will give two lac Taka then Awlad will marry her. Chairman

supp the decision. Marium's father has given Tk 50 thousand and marriage was solemnized keeping
150 thousand Taka as credit. Now Awlad is always giving pressure to Marium for rest of Tk. 150,000.
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Case - 09

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Sharoda Mohan Ramanikante T
Village: Chaporhal, P.O: Chondrapur Village: Chaporhal, P.O: Chondrapur

Union : Kaligonj, UP Zilla: Kaligonj, Dist: Union : Kaligonj, UP Zilla: Kaligonj, m
Lalmonihat Lalmonihat

4
Complainant Sharoda Mohan gave 10 decimal lands to Ramanikante as lease in % 2007 for
cultivation. In 2009, when Sharoda Mohan wanted to get back his land Ramanikante threatened him. He
demanded that he is the owner of this land. Under the above circumstances. Sharoda ileda G.D. in
Kaliganja Police Station. Police station sent the case to Chairman of Kaliganja Union Parishad. Chairman
sent notice to both the parties. Ramanikante had good relationship with the Ch n.jHe had purchased
the Chairman. In the hearing Ramanikante demanded that he had purchased this 10 dé€imal land. Most of
the members of Village Court supported him. Huge quarrel started in the ¢ n%ing all the evidence,
to'acce

the Chairman declared the verdict in favor of Ramanikante. Petitioner refi pj this judgment. He

said that the respondent influenced the court through bribing and as a result beewi?d'ustice.
L

Case - 10 T
Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & S ya 'y

Md Azizur Rahman Mst Kohinu um 2 Y.

Father: Gaziur Rahman Father:v i N

Village: Boalmari, P.O: Nilmoniganj Village: almari% nig n‘]z~

U P Zilla: Chuadaga Sador U PiZilla; Chuadaga r _i\

Azizur married Kohinur in 2008. They were happy couple. fter he started ill behavior with
her husband, father-in-law and mother-in-law. She beca ifferent amﬁtter& Suddenly she

went to her parent’s house. After some days, Azizur a with his parents'went t g herback. But she
did not come. Then after some days, his father along with so \uj%r sti guiéh_ed persons of his village
went to bring her. But she did not come. Then e%that Kohino is' i ith her cousin. Again after
two months, Azizur went to bring her. Then Kohigurtoldpthat she will ne o to her husband’s house.
Then Azizur appealed to the Chairman of U had.to get back*his \@-

Then Village Court chaired by the UP ir gave ionate h g to both husband and wife.

Khohinur categorically declared that she wolld no her and. She wanted divorce. Then
Kohinur sent the divorce letter to Azizur. /Afterwards §he magried hgr@usin.

O
::0

Case-11

@!\\;

Name & Address of the Peti \\# Nanie & Address of the Respondent

Md Belal Hossain \ i tJinnah Begum
Father: Jamal Uddin l ¢ and: Dulal Hossain

Village: Boragori, P.O: i 4 Village: Boragori, P.O: Boragori

P.S: Damor, Nilpha ) t\(-ﬁ.& Damor, Nilphamari
L

In January 2009 a/Seyereydispute W between Ms Jinnah Begum and Belal Hossain based on the
distribution of | ned by the family
1

innaw-Begum is the sister -in-law of Belal. Belal requested his
elder brother to ribUte their land as pm. Then Mrs Jinnah Begum wife of elder brother severely

elal lodged complai he Village Court. Chairman on behalf of the Village Court
served notice oth the complainant and the accused to be present before the Village Court.

tisfied with the judgment. He said that as Jinnah Begum influenced the Chairman and paid
nishment was relaxed. So, Belal refused to accept the verdict of the Village Court. But he did
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Case—12

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Nurul Islam Sohrab Hossain Majlis

Father: Late Jainal Ali (Ex-Member Ward No.2) Village: Baliatali, Barguna

Md Nurul Islam and Sohrab Hossain Majlis got involved in clash with lethal weapons due to pute.

Nurul Islam on the road. Nurul Islam submitted written application to the UP Chairman. airman
did not form any Village Court. Then Nurul Islam and his daughter Mursheda Akhter fi efition to a
NGO “Jago Nari”’. They informed the issue to the nearby police station. Some distinguished persons of the
village brought back the applications from Jago Nari and thana and revived the cas illage Court on
10.10.09. Village Court seriously dealt with the case. After hearing both the parties, Village Court fined the
accused Tk. 10,000 for treatment of Mursheda Akther. Conflict over land was als . Both the parties

But this led to violence against woman. One day son of Sohrab severely beat the adolesce% ter of
t
p

accepted the decision of the Village Court. All the people hailed the judg ment of the ge Court.
Case - 13 i

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respopdent

Mukta Begum Mintu Shank \J
Father: Habibur Mollah Father: Sher @
Kalora, Norail Kalora, Norai \T

Mukta Begum was subjected to severe physical and mental tort
2009 period. He demanded either Mobile or Tempo (Nasimun) or
poor van driver. Being disgusted with her husband’s torture} itten ¢ laint to the
Chairman on 7 October, 2009. Village Court was formed an itioner ang @pondent were
called for hearing on 27/10/09. After long hearing, Villag or div ith the consent
of Mutka and fined the husband Tk 25,000.00 as ‘Den f Mukta."Mukta is satisfied
with the verdict. She decided to buy a sewing macﬁ un a pou m Wi e money. She was

i )
dowry, Mukta#ther is a

subjected to inhuman torture by the husband. Now she ing a secured i

Case — 14 \ )A
Name & Address of the Petitioner Name &Aaress of-the Respondent

Md Saiful Islam

Father: Md Alauddin \ - d

Vill: West Kashiani, Upzilla: Kashiani, Rist: ill: @ Dist: Gopalganja

Gopalganja - %’ , 2

Cow of Atiar Rahman destroyed the crops'of Saiful IslamTheycadght the cow and kept it confined. On

hearing the news, father of Atiar went to/Saiful’s o e¥ said that either they will kill the cow & eat

the meat or will keep it in the ‘Khoar’. Saiful’ sed the old father of Atiar. His father requested him
r

not to quarrel. Then Atiar’s si ma ca; and al uested not to abuse and to give the cow in
‘khoar’ or confinement for ¢ hen Saf S wife ed her like anything and started beating her.
Hearing the sound of Rahitha crying, Atia

er cafeand protested. Then they beat his mother and

i1

sister also. Then Atiar to i ter andfmo h iani General Hospital. After primary treatment,
they transferred them ridpur Hospital. They were in the hospital for 15 days. After three days of the
occurrence, Atiar ca w that/Sai a against Atiar and his brother. Police came to Aliar’s

not settle the case INV/CHA Il the membersiof V'Nzage Court supported Saiful, because he has money and he

is a muscleman. Then Atiar went to the Offi in-Charge of Police Station and sought justice from him.

OC called b arties in dispute. But ‘Saiful’s wife said that she would not accept the decision of the
&e

house and advise% the issug th h Village® Court. Atiar then went to Village Court. But it could

Officer-in- . After some days, one journalist of the village along with distinguished persons
ttle the issue. A board constituted by seven members was set up to bring an end to this
€ the hearing, they took the signature of both the parties on the condition that they will
ision of the court. After passionate hearing from both the parties, the Board decided that
ive Atiar Tk 7,000 as fine and they must seek apology to Atiar publicly for their misbehavior to
ily. Saiful refused to accept this decision. Chairman tore the paper which was signed by them.
Brother—in-law of Saiful threatened that he would take away the fence of Atiar’s house. Chairman also
threatened Atiar to kill. The case ended in this stage without enforcement of the judgment.
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Case - 15
Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent
Md Jalaluddin Faiz Mallic

Vill: Pairul, Union: Jongal Khain
Upzilla: Patia, Dist: Chittagong

Vill: Pairul, Union: Jongal Khain
Upzilla: Patia, Dist: Chittagong

N3

Jalaluddin is residing in Pairul village for the last ten years. There is a road in front of hi %% He has
donated land for the construction of the road. But Faiz Mallic who resides near the ro%@ to offer
land for the road. So it was difficult for the people of that area to use the narrow road. Ja laFwent to the
Chairman to solve the problem but as the valuation of the land is above Tk 25,000, U irman could not
form the Village Court. However, Chairman along with the distinguished persons of the village, arranged
"Shalish" to solve the problem. Shalish ordered Faiz Mallic to give land equivalént,to lahd given by Jalal
for the construction of the road. But Faiz refused to accept the order. Chairman tol lal to go to higher
court. But because he is poor, Jalal could not file case in the higher court. Findi elpless, Faiz Mallic
threatened and later beat him. He was sick. Still the accused kept threateni i
Because the road is narrow no development work can be done there. So

ng. i
p

ople of that area are
(becaus the pretext
if it ot s the

P, A

q
o
a8
e o
WD

problems of the common people?

Case—-16

o

Name & Address of the Petitioner

WA
g

Amena Begum
WO: Ruhul Amin

min Q\‘
O b ola
Union: Dhanishafa, Upazilla: M othbaria, Dist: Pirozpur Dhanishafa, Up iIIa:M@?nbaria, Dist: Pirozpur

Al Amin was caught red handed while stealing nm e tree of na Begum. Being caught, he
abused Amena Begum with obscene languagesAmena” Be \%{[ d riﬂg@ complaint to the UP
Chairman on 6 November 2009. Secretary of UP%written no% e tojth Pé’t{;ioner and the Respondent

to be present before the Village Court on 15 er . Both'o them\)were present in the Village

Court on that day. After hearing from both , Village Courtdfine Q( 500 on the respondent. VC
also warned Al Amin not to repeat theﬁx e, faill hich he be given severe punishment.
Verdict was given in presence of Memb fthe Vil . Petiti was satisfied with the verdict of

Village Court. [ L 4 .
[ Ny
R
N/

ers o
Case—17
Name & Address of the Petitioner 3 ‘\' U T
Amir Ali Matbbar \ \'»P‘ Case Ne:1/2010
&‘) Stan‘(ﬁate: 20.01.10
a%. :Ma

Ve?jict on: 23.02.10
L4 ! (o

S/O Late Raham Matbbar
Vill: Goalbera, Union: Ch
Upjilla: Bhanga, Faridpu

=

Amir Ali Matabbar subm
of the property inheri
land and sold the
for hearing. Afte
case on 23.02.10.
The respond
25,000to t

ritten’ complaint @n 20.01710 against his elder brother for illegal occupation
his f¥her. e repo at Joynal Matabbar forcibly occupied his share of
t thereon. N‘oti e was serve Joynal Matabbar to be present in the court on 07.02.10
%hearing Chaitman se the second notice to both parties for settlement of the
ccordingly, the case was d amicably as follows:
legally transfer 2 deeimals land to the complainant who in return would give Tk.
ondent.
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Name & Address of the Petitioner

Name & Address of the Respondent

Md Enam Uddin
S/O late Nasim uddin

Usnar Ali

S/O late Ajmat Ali

P.0O. Renga, Union: Daudpur, Upzilla: South Surma,
Sylhet

Siraj Ali
S/O Tariqull

Tariqullah \:
S/O Majidullah
ut rm

Union: Daudpur, P.O : Renga, Upzilla: Ihet

Md Enam Uddin lodged a complaint on 23.04.09 to the UP Chairman that Siraj Ali a
trees on the road and surrounded it with fence which made the road narrow. This cre

So
d Tarikullah planted
rious problem

for the people, they could not use the road. When both Enam Uddin and Usner Ali protested against this,

the respondent persons rebuked them with obscene language and tried to beat the
to the UP Chairman for legal remedy. On behalf of the Village Court the Chai
to both parties to nominate two members each by 21.01.2010. Both the

each and the Village Court was formed accordingly.

The UP Chairman served notice to both parties for 1st hearing to be

ch they appealed
notice on 14.01.10

did not attend the hearing. So the UP Chairman served the 2nd notice .10. This, time both parties
attended the hearing and the case was settled with the verdict to remove the*fence whic abceQed by
the accused. K 1 N
< 7
Case-19 9 v~

Name & Address of the Petitioner

Hafez Md Abul Kashem
Vill: Madhym Ziri, Union: Ziri
Upzilla: Patia, Dist: Chittagong

Abul Kashem lodged complaint to the UP Chairma
Taher. They have conflict over family property s

brothers always used to torture his family throug
for job. The respondent brothers then grabbed

threatened to kill him. In the initial stage, he

documents of both the parties and then fi
accept it. So, the petitioner submitted applic
Chairman at first delegated the power t
Sultan could not settle the dispute
obey the verdict of the Member gi

use an

sep

S

h,g{gsg

ince A

cordin
b dp K?m(og h
longi i a%ﬁ When he protested, they
oachled the_c mu@eaders who examined the
i i

emarcatjon of Jand'

| Hashem and Abu
ner, the respondent
stay outside the village

f
g&’.
SIF<
3
216

mers@)
thedgo (o}

B e respondent brothers did not
an to ettle the Case in VC.
. Designated UP Member, Abdus

handle the
of cooperation from spondent brothers. They refused to
15/12/09. The Chai n sent notice to the respondent to be

took place on 18/12/09, 25.12.09 and
¥In the 3fd hEaring, the case was settled.

Case - 20

Name & Address of the Pe

A
Namé & Address of the Respondent

Mr

Abdul Halim M ia
S/0. Parashulla Sheik
Vill: Bilokdia, Union®
Nagarkanda, Fari

‘@dpal Chandra Pal
/O. Goshai Das Pal
L Vill: Bilokdia, Union: Laskardia

Nagarkanda, Faridpur

Abdul Halim

\

ife

ted a non'FIR Case tofthe Officer-In-Charge of Nagarkanda P.S. against Gopal

Mia s
Chandra Pal mﬂssment and abuse to %w
families werg,involved in dispute over land ‘for long time.

Ambia Begum and threat to murder him. Both the

sent the case to the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Faridpur on 01.11.08 seeking permission
ion. A.S.I investigated the case on the basis of the complaint and based on evidence, he found
int'to be valid. The case was sent to Chief Judicial Magistrate of Faridpur. The accused was
he Judicial Magistrate referred the case to VC. The UP Chairman served notice to both parties.
arties attended the hearing and the Case was settled on 24.02.10.
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Case - 21

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent
Champa Begum Name: Nizamuddin

Village: Koijuri, Union: Koijuri Village: Koijuri, Union: Koijuri
Upazila: Sadar, District: Faridpur Upazila: Sadar, District: Faridpur

Case #-05/09

The petitioner is a poor villager with three members in the household. She has 5 decima and. She has no
connection with the power structure of the locality. The subject-matter of the dispute is th%a'r ation of a sold
land. In the year of 2009 the respondent sold 2 decimals of land situated in the west side of the land of the
petitioner. But at the time of taking possession the petitioner demanded the west side 0 d instead which is
contrary to the sale deed. Initially, the respondent tried to solve the matter through negotiation. But the petitioner
refused to negotiate and filed a petition before UP Chairman for Village Court.

After hearing both the parties and examining the submitted documents, the VC ¢ decision favour of the
respondent. The petitioner was compelled to take possession in east side ftrw The matter ended finally
and both the parties are in good relation now.

Case — 22

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name &@the Respondent ! \

Md. Manik Prodhan Nirmal Sen | hy

Village: Shathbari, Union: Durgapur, Upazila: Village? rH ipﬂ'r, ion: Du‘qgar, Upazila:
Mithapukur, District: Rangpur Mithapugr, Distri?b%w .’ &

The petitioner is a day-laborer lives in a village with Sw d i cludiu,é?ﬁr‘n. Except his house
property he has no other asset. He cultivated 60 bighas of la der
The respondent, a rural broker, lives in the nearest ofithat of the petiti ner.dﬂe locality he is known as
greedy, covetous and cunning person. Petitioner’s fath Tk.1,00,00! the r ndent by way of stamp in

presence of witnesses. The respondent promised torrepay the Ni in reskAﬁer death ofthe petitioner’s
father respondent started procrastinating in r %the Mh in re‘ég The petitioner recovered Tk.
70,000 from the respondent by way of Salish th?i several efforts: Conflbt) rose when petitioner demanded
the rest of the money (i.e., Tk. 30,000). Aft lashes and

the UP Chairman. The Chairman suggested®ai file a wi

c lish, f'ﬁ%ng no other way petitioner went to
e mpltﬂ efore the Village Court. On lodging
the complaint a Village Court was for
After hearing both the parties Village Co ered the res
interest) to the petitioner instantly. fThe respendent in§tantl
months paid Tk. 10,000. He did not i 5,000?'
t

entt N Tk. 35,000/ (Tk.30,000+5,000
aid Tk."20,000 to the petitioner and after two

Village Court never took initiative to recever é& i nt. As a result the petitioner was not satisfied
with the Village Court. \ i A

SIS

Case — 23 \ | I
Name & Address of the Petitioher | Name & Address of the Respondent

y

{
Md. Mokhlesul Haq ar ' P (Md. Rafig Khan
Village: Mahishd ion: A pitoli f % Village: Mahishdanga, Union: Amtoli,
v

Upazila: Amtoli cts Borguna Upazila: Amtoli, District: Borguna

The petitioner is ell~off farmer having 6 ecimals of land. His household members are 4 in number
including hi bject-matter of dispute is an agricultural land obtained by inheritance. The value of
the suit pr is tk.45,000.00. At the end of the year 2008 when the petitioner went to cultivate the suit

t protested by demanding his ownership over the land. Then both the parties engulfed in
conflict cided to settle through Salish. In Salish no decision was concluded and the petitioner went to

the ishad Chairman to form a Village Court. The Chairman found the matter was out of VC
judi so he suggested the petitioner to go to the concerned police station. The petitioner felt
aggr eing refused by the Chairman and went to the District Court. However, at last, the decision of

the Court was not in his favour. As a result the relation between the petitioner and respondent still is not
friendly.
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Case — 24

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent ?
Babul Mia Milan Miah

Village: Aoi, Union: Vunveer Village: Aoi, Union: Vunveer (c\
Upazila: Srimangal, District: Moulavibazar Upazila: Srimangal, District: Moulayibazar

The respondents and the petitioners are neighbors living in the same village. The subje&%?f dispute
was paddy field of petitioner destroyed by household birds of respondents. Immediately after the
occurrence both parties engaged in clash. On that night the respondents went to a loca mber to settle

the matter by Salish. The member assured the respondents that the matter will be solvediamicably. But the
petitioners being advised by a local powerful person instead of Salish went to t calpolice station and
filed a General Diary (G.D) where he stated that he and other his family membhers were physically hurt by
the respondents. The concerned police officer without proper investigation filed"a “case in the Court of
Judicial Magistrate on the basis of G.D. and submitted charge sheet. A atythe Judicial Magistrates

referred the case to the UP Chairman to forma village Court for trial. Subs y E \ﬁllag? Court was
L

formed but the matter is still pending for trial.

N
Case — 25 ’ .!f"
Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & A s ofth?R pondent ..
i »

Naeb Ali Nahid N
Village: Gandho Khali Village: %ndho \ Y-
Union: Kamarkhali Um khali

a

r
Upazila: Madhukhali, District: Faridpur Zi adhukhali trict:,lﬁ)ur

Petitioner is a poor farmer living in rural area with sehold i H’ﬁhs 8 bighas of land.
Among these 8 bighas 3 bighas are in his khas posse%d 5 bighas argyaut of ossession. He has no
connection or relation with the locally influentiat persons o Yh&s\ bjeet matter of dispute is to
obtain possession over 5 bighas land which value . ,O0,0@ia S The respondent also lives
in the same village. He is a powerful person in E agepand financially '@S The petitioner bought the
land from the respondent without possessio ago, Since t rﬁthe@honer has been requesting the
respondent for delivery of possession but failed-Having n aIte% e the petitioner bound to seek
passed after the petitioner had

S
,—|
(/553

remedy in Village Court without any advice a :
filed the case in the Village Court but n as yet bee Court. He is very aggrieved. Now
their relation is worst. i |

Iv7°

&

Case - 26 @ NS

Name & Address of the Peti \\# Nanie & Address of the Respondent

Md. Nurul Haq | . Mustakin
Village: Lakshmichap, X shmichap 2 ge: Lakshmichap, Union: Lakshmichap
amarl  _ /| Upazila: Sadar, District: Neelphamari

Upazila: Sadar, District.

The petitioner is of age, Ii!es i ‘Lz}<sh iehrap, Neelphamari district. The size of family is of 4
members. He is a %e randshas n d pr . The respondent, a neighbor of petitioner, is a usurer
by profession. The di arose of lpan ney?-to a sumof Tk.1000 with 10% simple interest per month
lent by the respondent to the petitioner. One hen the petitioner tried to recover possession of his bales
of jute detai the respondent in seeurity of his loan. A conflict took place combined with the
consequential®imjuries to the petitioner by the respondent. The matter was taken to arbitration but no result
achieved. O is neighbors motivated petitioner to proceed to Thana. But due to his financial inability
and per y the arbitrators, he took the matter to the village court. The village court following all the
legal iretflents and sold the said bales of jute and satisfied the respondent’s claim there from and gave

e petitioner. The Court also fined the respondent Tk.500 for causing injury to the petitioner.
The pétitioner accepted the decision with dissatisfaction.
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Case — 27

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent
Md. Faruk Mia Rozina Begum

Village: Mahindra, Union: Tampat, Upazila: Mithapukur

Upazila: Sadar, District: Rangpur District: Rangpur

One petitioner (age24) being farmer by profession and inhabitant of village Mahindra, Tampa gpur
lives with a family of six members. He is the owner of 72 decimals of land. The respondentiis his wife. The
issue of dispute was non-adjustment with husband. The respondent always quarrels an%haves with
her husband and her family members provoked the dispute after two or three years of their marfiage. In the
meantime the respondent gave birth to a child. During the dispute period, the resp moved to her
father’s house without her husband’s permission. Initially, the neighbors tried to solve the dispute, but
failed. Then the matter sent for arbitration and again no progress. Finding no otw natives, with the

advices of the village elders, they brought the matter to Village Court. The Chairman“ef the Village Court
settled the matter in a way to adjust their family life. Both the parties bec h ith the decision and
sulting i

lived together for fifteen days. After fifteen days they again fall into confl r]to their permanent

separation. .
Nd.

Case — 28

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name &%s

Md. Milan Md Gelema

Village: Rajapur Village? irampur s

Union: Alokdia Union: Alokdia Y*

Upazila: Sadar, District: Chuadanga Upazila: ar, Districts Chuadq,%b

The respondent, a petty gold-businessman, has sufficient m le and i}n ble property to lead simple
life with his wife and two children. The respondent connection wi e pocﬁ‘ctructure of locality.
On the other hand, petitioner’s socio-economic conditiohyis same as th pond The petitioner is the
supporter of a political party. The petitioner offeted to sell a to he.]gspondent. The petitioner
gave it to the respondent as the respondent wal t%ee it. A spondent, he returned the
button to the petitioner after examining but thereswas™no receipt dogument exchanged. However, the

petitioner did not admit receipt of the butt

ef de ed the gold button from the
respondent. As a result both the parties %
on

ng ag ed the petitioner went to the

Village Court to get justice when the r t pr Salish\ t the dispute was solved by the
Village Court. The petitioner de de?ﬁﬁqo,oo Is asset and the Chairman of the
Village Court decided it at taka 6,000 and ardered th y the sum instantly. The respondent
paid the sum to the petitioner. Alth e decisi

YC,was against the respondent, he obeyed the
decision as all the witnesses were against hi %&j

as fo uilty. As a result the respondent had to
regret his wrongdoing and obgyedathe decis'on . Now the parties are in goo relation with each
other. & N &)

\V
Case — 29 \ ¢ | (‘_(\-/

Name & Address of th tigher _ / Name & Address of the Respondent
Md. Mozammel Han- ) !\‘;‘Habibur Rahman

P g ' f Village: Buripukur

Village: Buripukur,

Union: Chiringa % Y- Union: Chiringa

Upazila: ChokoriagDistrict: Cox’s Bazar s\ Upazila: Chokoria, District: Cox’s Bazar

The petition A) owning 360 decirrlaléw‘):ﬂand living with a family ofsix members in Chokoria, Cox’s
Bazar He Nrimp trader. The respondent was a shepherd. The dispute arose as to the sale and buy of
an ox The petitioner, according to the terms of oral contract, paid Tk.10,000 (ten thousand only) to the
resp as the price of an ox, but the respondent didn’t hand over the ox After one year of frequent
demandi handover the petitioner tried to solve the matter by negotiations with the assistance of
neighbors: But he failed. Then he took the matter to the Village Court. The VC decided the matter in favour
tot tioner and ordered the respondent to hand over the said ox to the petitioner. The respondent
complied with the VVC decision.
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Name & Address of the Petitioner

Name & Address of the Respondent

Md. Hasim Uddin
Village: Kamarpukur, Union: Kamarpukur Upazila:
Syedpur, District: Neelphamari

Zahedul Islam
Village: Asurkhai, Union: Kamarpukur
Upazila: Syedpur, District: Neelphamari

The petitioner is a day-laborer having eight members family living in Kamarpur of Syed

respondent was a brick field worker. The cause of ac

Neelphamari district. A cow being only asset of the petitioner was the subject matter te. The
ick fi tion arose when the respondent refu%ay back the

borrowed amount of Tk.17500 (seventeen thousand
the cow. The petitioner took the dispute to villag
arbitration, the village headmen persuaded himto pr

was formed following all legal formalities. After hearing both the parties the Villa
in favour of the petitioner and ordered the respondent to pay back the claimed
executed by payment of Tk. 175,000 to the petitioner by the respondent.

five hundred only) earned by the petitioner by selling
e arbitration but without any re
oceed to Village Court. Accordingl

ing failed in
he Village Court
decided the case
t was immediately

Case - 31

&

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Add of the Regpondent

Md. Mustafa Kazi Alo Za

Occupation: Mason Occupatlon \;-(-

Village: Badura, Union: Shankarpasha Vlllage? rpashg,

Sex: Male, Age: About 50 yrs. Sex: Malg;Age: 4

Religion: Islam am {

Upazila: Pirojpur Sadar, District: Pirojpur |r0]p\ S*sztr@t rojpur

The petitioner owning 6 bighas of land living in rao hankarpa ion irojpur Sadar was a
mason. The respondent was a habitual thief. The%nt

juice and was fined Tk.1200. Thereafter, being r

But the local elites did not pay heed to the d
Two years had passed and then the parties
UP representatives awarded the petitio

resolved amicably. -

ed h while stealing date

as cau
ngeful o itigner tt)ﬁespondent along with his
grle&ﬁ tioner was hospitalized
titigner tried solve(Php matter through arbitration.

nér togﬁd matter to the police station.
ration with involvement of the
e(e pondent. Thus, the dispute was

Case - 32

Name & Address of the Petitio

' \)

Ms. Rizia Begum
Sex: Female Age: Around yr§.

: §
|
r\ N ame {A)fdress of the Respondent
I

: Ko li
SexMale Age: 55 yrs.

The petitioner living with
decimals of homestead

extremely poor neigh of

about Tk.70,000.00 \%e

The petitioner wasgurpri nde

consulted witfz& id"worker, the'peti onert@u

sold the same to ird party for Tk.17000.
disputed land and ordered the re

the legal p
ownership %
petmoner andifined him Tk.5000. The respondent

used demanding higher price. However

e ‘subj

te a sweet end.

apara o

f'“ Ittﬁiaj

Rajbari was a destitute widow. She owned 35
and. On the other hand, the respondent was an
ct matter of dispute was 22 decimals of land worth
took possession after the marriage of the petitioner.
structed her in plough the land claiming his title. Being

k the dispute to the VC. In the meantime the respondent
ithout petitioners knowledge. The VC, complying with all
and after examining.all the relevant documents, discovering petitioner’s sole

spondent to return the possession of the same to the
asked the third party to return the land for Tk.17000
with the VC intervention the third party was bound to

ame to the respondent. Then the respondent handed over the land to the petitioner. Thus the
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Case -33

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Shobjan Bibi Nazrul Islam

Occupation: Housewife Occupation: Business T
Village: Pagulia, Union: Mostafapur Village: Pagulia, Union: Mostafapur

Sex: Female Age:70 yrs, Religion: Islam Sex: Male Age: 30 yrs, Religion: Islam

Upazila: Sadar, District: Moulovibazar Upazila: Sadar, District: Moulovibazar

The petitioner was living with her son and other family members in village Pagulia of Moulovibazar Sadar
Upazila. The respondent was one of her influential neighbors. The dispute arose when ondent was

erecting boundary walls allegedly occupying the street of the petitioner. She informed cal elites of the
matter and sought their assistance for arbitration, but the respondent was reluctant to arbitration."One day when
the petitioner was removing the bricks kept by the respondent on the street of the petitionety the respondent’s
men attacked the petitioner and her daughter-in-law resulting in serious injuries to thgw the petitioner filed

a case in police station against the respondent. Later on the Court remanded thYJ Union Parishad for

disposal. In the meantime, the petitioner complained the matter to the Military, Autherity during the emergency
period. The army authority also asked the Union Parishad Chairman to dispos er iTpaniaIIy. Then the

V/C after hearing both the parties, ordered the respondent to vacate 1 feet oceupi om the petitioner’s
path. The respondent acted accordingly. But the petitioner claimed reimb nt of Tk. 85,00 ich she had

spent to seek justice from the authority. Unfortunately her demand was upaddre and she wi AP PYerrer
Case —34 )
Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & s of the Re§po t¥ .\

Name: Abdus Sukur Md. Abu To ]

el . . Y
Occupation: Farmer Occupa sine Ry,
Sex: Male Age: 40 yrs, Religion: Islam Sex: MalglAge: 3 M igion: s\?m
Village: Pashchim Maijguna Upazila: Chokoria V"W hchi jguna Upazila: Chokoria
Union: Sabarbil, District: Cox’s Bazar nion: Sabarbil, Distgiet: Coxs Bazar
The respondent was a well-off businessman living infwes ijguna vi Ch ia Upazila under the
district of Cox’s Bazar. Leading a family of 6 mem he owned ut 48 cimals of land. The

from his uncle (the petitioner). Then the petiti e over 9 deci f land to the respondent.
Despite repeated requests and demands by the dengy the petitioner dﬁdg t give possession over the
rest 1 decimal of land worth Tk.17500 to th ent. The disptité‘aro &hen the respondent forcefully

i took&#natter to the Chairman of VC.

took possession of the said 1 decimal of I% n the pe
A the paities, the VC decided the matter in

petitioner was respondent’s paternal uncle. The ﬁpondent p i of land for Tk.350000

decimal of land to the respondent.

The respondent contested the proceedi r hedri
favour of the respondent. The peti ion”%c'!pted }\e degision anded possession over the said 1
o
4

e
Case — 35 \ | ‘\\‘ .‘3&/
Name & Address of the Peti& . o | Name & Address of the Respondent

N

Name: Abul Bashar \ \-" l\@: Nurun Nesa

Occupation: Farmer ’ b (03cupation: House wife

Sex: Male Age: 56 yrs igion: Islam -?/ex: Female Age: 38 yrs., Religion: Islam
Village: Kalirchara, : é\ illage: Kalirchara, Union: Eidgao

idgao

Upazila: Sadar, District: Gox’s Ba’ar 2 Upazila: Sadar, District: Cox’s Bazar

The petitioner farmer owhingfonly ecimals of land, living in Kalirchara village of Eidgao
Union under the E'strict of Cox’s Bazar. Thésgespondent belonged to a lower middle class family. She
(respondent aunt of the petitionerﬂ%@ petitioner gave the respondent Tk.240000 (Two Lac Forty
Thousand Nmise that she will send his (petitioner) son abroad within two weeks. Two years passed,
but the respo t neither kept her promise nor returned the money to the petitioner. Then the petitioner
tried ack the money by negotiations, but the respondent paid no heed to it. Then in consultation with

ers the petitioner moved to VC. The VC after hearing both the parties decided the matter in
r of petitioner and accordingly the respondent returned the whole amount of Tk. 240000 to the
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Case — 36

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Name: Abdul Majid Name: Md Habi/Sanwar

Occupation: Poultry trader Occupation: Farmer T
Sex: Male Age: 52 yrs., Religion: Islam Sex: Male Age: 36 yrs., Religion: Islam

Village: Dingadah, Union: Shanker Chandra Village: Manikdihi, Union: Shanker ﬁ
Upazila: Chuadanga Sadar, District: Chuadanga Upazila: Chuadanga Sadar, District 4Cl ga
The petitioner, father of three children living in Dingadaha of Chuadanga, was a poultry, raswellasa

sharecropper. On the other hand, the respondents were day laborers, sharecroppers as well as*cattle rarer.
The dispute was as to the unauthorized and illegal cutting of paddy from 7/8 decimals belonging to
petitioner. Then the petitioner went to the village headmen to resolve the dispute. Theytinstead of solving
the matter, suggested the petitioner to move to the VC. But the UP Chairman andw ondent belonged
to the same political party whereas the petitioner was the supporter of opposite political party. Therefore,
when the petitioner applied for VC, the Chairman requested the petitioner to CL% the respondent. The
petitioner, with dissatisfaction, accepted the decision of the Chairman.

Case — 37

Name & Address of the Petitioner

Name: Ms. Baby Khatun

Occupation: Petty Business

Sex: Female Age: 36, Religion: Islam
Village: Matipara, Union: Ramkantapur
Upazila: Sadar, District: Rajbari

The petitioner living with her three sons in village Matip
decimals of land. On the other hand, the respondent was xt

rfrmtﬁ@ndor She has seven
r. Th @ pute arose as to a post
%‘Is wife contested with the
j es to the petitioner. The

000 At the same time, the

respondentalso lodged another case against the peti har nt and with the advice of her
brothers, the petitioner wanted to resolve the di i . %&mber persuaded her to go to

ring the partles the VC decided
Case — 38
Name & Address of the Petitioner Address of the Respondent

Name: Md. Rafiq Uddin Kala Mia

Occupation: Farmer Occupation: Farmer

Sex: Male, Age: 40 yrs., Relig@am SexalMale Age: 36 yrs., Religion: Islam
Village: Kawarpara, Union: &hurshakul Vitllage: Kawarpara, Union: Khurshakul
Upazila: Sadar, District: x’s&ar

E

zila: Sadar, District: Cox’s Bazar

The respondent i a poor ho ith his family of 8 members belonging to a lower middle
class. He owns 60 de ion with the power structure of the locality. The subject-
matter of dispute is ctlon gw and which values about Tk. 1,00,000. The respondent is
the patemal cous'ﬂ%eé)etltlon sgbio-e mic condition of the respondent is same as the petitioner.
The petitioner’s er owed Tk. 10,000 from respondent’s father. Later on being unable to repay the money
the petitioner’ trans ferred his land ( gp‘g ed) to the respondent’s father but no possession was handed
over. After m e respondent’s father respondent claimed the possession of that land from the petitioner.
Instead of delivering possession petitioner and other interested persons filed an application to Union Parishad for
VC claimi ir absolute title on the land. Accordingly, the VC was formed. After hearing both the parties and
examining ective documents VVC gave decision in favour of respondent. Accordingly, the respondent got
pOSsess ver the land. Now both the parties are in good relation.
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Name & Address of the Petitioner

Name & Address of the Respondent

Ms. Asia Begum

Occupation: Housewife

Sex: Female Age: 41 yrs, Religion: Islam
Village:Karpashdanga,Vumihinpara,Union:
arpashdanga

Upazila: Damurhuda, District: Chuadanga

Name: Md. Rafiqul Chawdhury
Occupation: Tailoring

Sex: Male Age: 40 yrs., Religion: Islam
Village:Karpashdanga,Vumihinpara,Un
arpashdanga

Ky

Upazila: Damurhuda, District: Chuadanga
The petitioner is apoor van-driver living with her husband and four children. Being landless, ived in khas

land. She has no connection with the power structure of the locality.

The respondent & a tailor belonging to a middle class

family. He lived in the same village e petitioner. The
petitioner gave Tk. 1, 50,000 to the respondent to send her (petitioner) elder son to MalaysiayAfter few months

respondent took more Tk. 40,000 from the petitioner
date the petitioner’s son failed to get on board due to

whole amount back from the respondent and got back Tk.180,000. The ¢
repaying the rest amount of Tk.10,000. So, the subject-matter of dispute w

went to the former Chairman and present member of

Although at the fixed date the sum was not paid,
respondent.

rture. On the fixed
tioner demanded the
t was procrastinating in
OOO.JThen the petitioner

uggested her to file
A e
for

assuring and confirmed a date fo
forged Visa. Being aggriev

the concemed Unioj
aring both
nt.

the petitioner is the

Case — 40

Name & Address of the Petitioner

Name: Niranjan Dev

Occupation: Street-hawker

Sex: Male Age: 40 yrs, Religion: Hindu

Village: Mazhdihi, Union: Kalapur

Upazila: Srimangal, District: Moulavibazar Y -

, Re

:@ﬁ: Islam
ion: pur

w e: Mazhdihi
UpazilawStiman§al, Distritt: Moulavibazar

The petitioner, a landless street-hawker, lives in
land. The value of suit land is 30 Lac Taka. Th
lives in the same village. He is a local pow
locality. In the year 1970, petitioner’s fath&
als lan

petitioner’s father died leaving 48 decim d
respondent claimed that petitioner’s ath(eWWho
T

1
m the pipeﬂ . The petitioner had been residing in India since

dispossessed the petitioner’s elder brot

1971 and his elder brother after b

along with his family came back to Ba
respondent. But the responden Ni.
The petitioner from 2003 to @e to
elites but failed. Finding n

At the same time he als

d
l

COVEr

her
od a
Ifman
A

n
RAB came to the village
However, the VC wi . After hearin
30,000 to the petitigner.“Rhe peti}o’o er was no

the District Court. » b g

ot

possessea we
a

£

e. The subject-mattér Of. dispute is 48 decimals of
ge: belongs*to Muslim community and
@ other power structure of the
y to the respondent. In 1972,

eath of petitioner’s father the
ecimals) to him and in this way he

re, Later on, in the year 2003 the petitioner
de@dt 48 decimals of land property from the
rop rom the respondent by the help of the social
a petition in Union Parishad for forming VC.
Action Battalion (RAB) for their intervention

i)? he fi
tg he i
emthat the matter will be settled in accordance with law.

parties the VC ordered the respondent to pay Tk.
ed with this decision and decided to file a suit before
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Case —41

Name & Address of the Petitioner Name & Address of the Respondent

Name: Minu Begum Name: Masur Ahmed

Occupation: Housewife Occupation: Farmer

Sex: Female Age: 20 yrs, Religion: Islam Sex: Male Age: 26 yrs., Religion: Islam\
Village: Buddhimantapur, Union: Kanakpur Village: Balikandi, Union: Chandnig

Upazila: Sadar, District: Moulavibazar Upazila: Sadar, District: Moulavibaza

In the year of 2003 the petitioner got married with the respondent of nearest village. Twn%wvlater, the
respondent claimed Tk. 10,000 fromthe petitioner as dowry. The petitioner’s family failed to provide such
amount of money and the respondent started physical torturing to the petitioner. The ioner finding no
other way went to the powerful persons of the locality for help and they called fortSalish. Instead of
attending the Salish the respondent drove away the petitioner to her elder brothe ouge. At that time she
(petitioner) was three-months pregnant. Two years later, the respondent got married¥again violating the

h&ifﬁ

napce.

Muslim Family Laws Ordinance. After four years of the second marriage of t ndent, the petitioner
complained to the concerned Union Parishad demanding her rights on n the basis of her
petition the Chairman formed VC. (i

After hearing the parties the VC ordered the respondent to leave his wife andsget to his first
wife (petitioner). Although, the respondent instantly agreed with the decisi | the , he
didn’t comply with the order ofthe VC and even is not maintaining icati h the petitioner.
The aggrieved petitioner had to take preparation to file a suit befo er ig_gg‘)

—

Case —42

Name & Address of the Petitioner

Respondent: Raihan Ali

Occupation: Rice trading

Sex: Male Age: 45 yrs, Religion: Islam
Village: Komarpur, Union: Karpashdanga
Upazila: Damurhuda, District: Chuadanga

r ,-heligion: Islam
gw Karpashdanga

a,\Bistrict: Chuadanga

oldrespondent was a rich man,
" The r ndent took Tk. 7000 from the
IS own land to the petitioner for
. Fi he said that he had not taken any

tg* any land or money. The petitioner
&0@(}‘[; they didn’t pay heed to it. But they

The petitioner was a rice trader in Karpas

cultivation but had been procrastin
money from the petitioner and
informed the matter to his relatives an

petitioner about four and half years a der'a pIJ

itioner

suggested the petitioner to go toUnion risi1 apply for @

Accordingly, the petitioner fi ap e Unioﬁ(‘,ﬁwishad Chairman. The village Court chaired
by the UP chairman as h%a er heari red the'parties to find any other alternative ways. As a
result the petitioner be rievedfan eﬂb li that the VC did not play proper role as the
respondent was powerful. Then the petiti ttorlocal police camp and filed a complaint. On the basis
of the comp laint poli 0 arre nd veral times but failed. Thinking about his reputation

the respondent tried to mitigate the by | elites. At last by a Shalish the matter was solved by
payment of Tk. he respondent te' the petitioner.
\ ]

o &’
N
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Appendix 02

Ayat, Hadits and Hikayat that are used in this study or may not be used but are reIate@e
or dispute resolution.
Section (A) Al-Quran

Source Evidence
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Appendix 03

(Interview and extensive discussion)

[Data were collected through interview and extensive discussion using ser@;ured

interview guide]

A purposive sample procedure was used in selecting the samples interview and
extensive discussion. Samples were selected based on convenien&fnce of the
respondents, cooperation of the respondents, and reliability o aw manageability of

the collection of data by the researcher himself. ‘\d
L ]

Name:

6.
Sex: D 7, “Distriet.
Father’s name: \ . Ed aﬂona&%kg round:

Village:

Union: %Y' j : (g@:yincome:
Ny
7

\ p
11. How long are@g thljo a aSb&.i&hkar/Judge?
(ol st ot

12. Do you fe e resolu i6 a sog"falas well as religious duty?
; )
13. What QQ la legal Aid and Aﬁ structure?

egal Aid office is linked with formal civil or criminal courts?

14. H
1®u please tell me about legal aid committee something?

16. How Zila legal aid do ADR?

aprwbdE




17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

31.

. In how many unions there are Village Courts in Bahglad \ ! X~
. What is the main objective of Village C rcﬁ}, ‘1 &

. Have you village court in your unionmsion Cha X ,é*

f 2

. Discuss if there are any proble ating to_Vill e‘Co@ means of rural dispute

. How many cases does it [ ;ercent‘ge? l 0’
4 F &

. How many cases go to't rma[co\rf VC _failed to settle it? (UP chairmen)
N
. Do you suggest ac;?@brml modi 31'0 illage court to make it more effective?

270

What percent of cases are solved through Formal ADR? (Magistrates, Lowers, Legal aid
officer)

What types of cases do the Family Courts solve? Y.
What percent of cases do the Family Courts solve? (,}

Can we consider present day ADR as a shadow judicial institution ba%)y proper

authority in a country? T
Iy~

What type of cases comes to Thana / Upozila Police Station g

How much time does it take to settle a dispute? l

Village Court % J | _\(—}
’ \’Y'

resolution institution in Banglades

O

e C@re compliable with Islamic norms?
% o
ok ~
\ A'hﬁiration Council
Ha)éever formed Arbitration council to settle any family disputes? (Chairman, UP)

f yes,"what type of dispute was it about? (Chairman, UP, Tick Mark)

a) Polygamy... b) Divorce...



33.

34.

35.

36.

37

38.

39.

40.

41.

42,

43.

44,

45.

46.

4
4

. What is the present Structure and function of Shalish® ooseftr cture)

9.

271

c) Dower... d) Maintenance...

What is the percentage of satisfaction? (Mediators, Disputants) \q
How many cases go to the formal courts if it is not settled in AC? (UP cﬁm)

Discuss if there are any problems relating to Arbitration as a meanvral dispute
resolution system in Bangladesh? \,

As a mediator, do you give attention to maintaining Islami orE? ;

Traditional Shali .\d‘ X
| &
\,‘T

Discuss if there are any problems relating tostradi

syst{}r&v a means of
rural dispute resolution system in Bangladﬁ?)
What is the procedure ofa Shalish that.you follo T A
S
e sitcess .dom@%%hallsh?

Do you think Shalisb‘@d ha Jan inistrative link?

N
\ e
How social base (%a ish efp 1iSh? S
Qe &
Is there anyge ing sys Shatish?

% 9

If no, t&\;hmk it should keep&{ame important record also?

should a Shalishkar do to ensure fairness and Justice?

47. %nk Shalish is good in fairness & just? (Disputants)
AWh

What should the parties do if they do not get proper judgment?
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50. Does the party get its rights to appeal in the system?

51. Do you feel any risk in doing Shalish? \z

53. How kazi office may take initiative to dispute resolution? ? '

52. How marriage registrar can pay role to resolve some dispute resolutio

54. How much political influence there are in doing Shalish you

55. Do you think if any of the disputing parties is stronger t abcre te
problems some time? w
\
56. Ifany of the parties failed to comply with the decisi e Sh lis e&m@cﬁnally,
what should Shalishkar do?
Y‘

57. Do you think you should have some access ephelp ‘f\om sent lagencies of
the country? Why & how?

58. As a plaintiff or defendant, do you thi %allshk %Iy g\éhallsh to keep the
relation between two disputing parties,u nlw c}

Q-

r'u@any mood? As they are not

th’e h
%

59. Do they take benefit from the dIS

60. Do you think theyshould%; o)
ent

appointed by the governm
u? Qpect bribery /loan format/ help

61. How they take norrrﬂ%q@y h
s i3
62. Have you a %ation bo lis rs that they are cause of problem and
complexit ca&res s6, w hould you do then?

63. Do yo ou have no altern%ve though you know about a specific shalishkar
that he“is unfair? If yes why?

o

6@2 resolution is termed as Islahu Dhat al-Bain (Repairing the relationship
en two parties), Do you think this Musalaha and ADR are same thing?



65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.
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What is the Quranic basis to say ADR and Musalaha are same thing?

How can Musalaha and ADR similar to each other?

How are they different in effect? C}

Do you think that present day traditional Shalish is doing Musalaha following Islamic
norms?
Do you think village court can do that also? \’

Arbitration council as an administrative authority to res 0 'Iy disputes for
Muslim families only, how can you evaluate its activities®

@ \Y-
How can you relate Arbitration Council and Famil rt’ | -f)
4 b 3§

How can you say dispute resolution following Islagic no if.a'best It@!’ative for

the populace of Muslim majority Banglades@ '1
N )





