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We have heard the learned advocates for the parties at

great length.

2. This writ petition has been filed by a practicing

advocate of this Court styled as a “Public Interest

Litigation’.



3. After elaborately hearing the submissions of all the
learned advocates and carefully examining the writ
petition as well as the annexures in the stay petition,
we find that this writ petition lacks bona fide. More or
less an identical prayer was sought for in another
public interest writ petition being no. W.P.A.(P) 621 of
2023 filed by one Sakti Prasad Maity, who claimed
himself to be a social worker. The said writ petition was
dismissed as withdrawn by order dated March 14,
2024. Surprisingly, the annexures in this writ petition
are identical to that of the annexures in W.P.A.(P) 621
of 2023.

4. Several intervening applications have been filed by the
various institutions making certain allegations against
the Vice-Chancellor of the University and its officers.
Since we are not satisfied with the bona fides of the
present writ petition, we are not inclined to entertain
any of the applications, which have been filed in this
writ petition nor this writ petition. Accordingly, the writ
petition has to be dismissed.

5. Mr. Ganguly, learned senior advocate appearing for the
State would submit that a one-man Commission was
appointed to inquire into the allegations of the
University as well as to inquire into the conduct of the
Vice-Chancellor of the University. The said order
appointing the one-man Commission was challenged in

two writ petitions, one filed by Baba Saheb Ambedkar



Education University in W.P.A. 9780 of 2024 and
another by the Vice-Chancellor Prof. Soma
Bandyopadhyay in W.P.A. 10574 of 2024 and both the
writ petitions have been heard out and judgments have
been reserved. However, there is no interim order in the
said writ petitions.

6. Mr. Ganguly, learned senior advocate appearing for the
State submitted that in the meantime, the one-man
Commission so appointed, has submitted his
resignation and the Government is in the process of
appointing a new person to head the Commission.

7. The said submission is placed on record.

8. Sofar as the allegations are concerned, since we are not
dismissing this writ petition on the aforementioned
grounds, those allegations, which have been made by
the intervenors against the Vice-Chancellor of the
University are not gone into and left open.

9. In the light of the above, the writ petition stands
dismissed for the aforementioned reasons.

10. No costs.

11. Urgent photostat certified copy of this order, if applied
for, be furnished to the parties expeditiously upon

compliance of all legal formalities.
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