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1. Affidavit-of-service  filed  on  behalf  of  petitioner  is 

taken on record.

2. Petitioner  appears  in  person  and  submits  that 

necessary  directions  are  required  to  be  given  upon 

concerned police authority to take steps.

3. Respondent no.7 is represented by learned advocate.

4. However, on perusing the prayer couched in the writ 

petition,  it  appears  that  petitioner  has  prayed  for 

supply of certain documents by the Bank authorities 

and for compensation due to damage caused to the car 

of petitioner. 

5. In  answering  query  of  this  Court  whether  any 

complaint  is  lodged  before  the  police  authority 

ventilating his grievance or not, a document is shown 

dated  11th March,  2020  addressed  to  Hare  Street 

Police Station, Kolkata. 

6. After  preferring  such  representation  dated  11th 

March, 2020 writ petition was filed on 26th November, 

2025, which is precisely after a period of five years, 

seeking direction upon the Bank authorities to supply 
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documents  and  claiming  compensation  for  damage 

caused to petitioner’s car.

7. It is not demonstrated before this Court what are the 

steps which are required to be taken by the concerned 

police authority.

8. Hence,  present  writ  petition  is  not  entertained  and 

same stands dismissed.

9. Parties to act  on the server copy of  this order duly 

downloaded from the official website of this court.

  (SAUGATA BHATTACHARYYA, J.)
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