oD 3
WPO/491/2024
IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA

Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction
ORIGINAL SIDE

DEEP CHAKRABORTY
VS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL AND ORS.

BEFORE:
The Hon'ble JUSTICE SABYASACHI BHATTACHARYYA
Date: 22nd May, 2024.

Appearance:
Mr. Tapas Dutta, Adv.
...for the petitioner

Mr. Sk. Md. Galib, Adv.
Mr. Abu Siddique Mallik, Adv.
...for the State

The Court: The writ petition has been preferred with the allegation that the
respondent no.6, a Judge of the Serampore Court, has not been adhering to
Court hours.

However, there is no scope of interference in the writ jurisdiction, since
nothing transpires from the records to indicate that any complaint in that regard
has been made before the learned District Judge, Hooghly by the petitioner at
any point of time. It is well-settled that the District Judge is the administrative
head of the concerned Court and the petitioner having not approached the

District Judge, the present writ petition cannot be entertained by this Court.
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It is further recorded that the practice of impleading a particular Judge by

name is strictly deprecated by this Court. It is expected that the petitioner, being
himself an advocate, shall desist from doing so on future occasions.

WPO /491 /2024 is, accordingly, disposed of with liberty to the petitioner to
approach the learned District Judge, Hooghly with the grievance as raised in the
present writ petition.

No order as to costs.

Urgent certified website copy of this order, if applied for, be made available

to the parties subject to compliance with the requisite formalities.

(SABYASACHI BHATTACHARYYA, J.)
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