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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION

APPELLATE SIDE

W.P.A. No.  28035 of 2023

Sanjuma Sultana
Vs.

Union of India & Ors.

Mr. Achyut Basu,
Ms. Punam Basu,
Mr. Srikumar Chakraborty,
Ms. Pritha Biswas

…for the petitioner

Mr. Subrata Kumar Sinha
…for the respondent-Bank

1. Affidavit-of-service filed in Court today be kept

on record.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner argues that

the petitioner’s representation/application for

education loan has not been considered by the

respondent-Bank.

3. Learned counsel for the Bank refutes such

contention.

4. Learned counsel for the Bank is not equipped

with appropriate instruction as to whether the said

representation/application has been decided in the

meantime.

5. In view of the innocuous nature of the prayer,

there is no necessity to keep the matter pending.
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6. In the event the Bank has not considered the

representation/application of the petitioner, the

Bank shall do so within a fortnight from date,

giving an opportunity of hearing to the petitioner if

necessary. Immediate thereafter, the outcome of the

consideration shall be communicated to the

petitioner.

7. In the event the Bank has already decided on

the petitioner’s application/representation, the

outcome of the same shall be communicated to the

petitioner within a week from date.

8. The petitioner shall be at liberty to prefer a

challenge, if aggrieved by the said outcome, by way

of a fresh writ petition.

9.  W.P.A. No.  28035 of 2023 is disposed of

accordingly.

10. There will be no order as to costs.

11. Urgent photostat certified copies of this order, if

applied for, be made available to the parties upon

compliance of all necessary formalities.

(Sabyasachi Bhattacharyya, J.)


