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In The High Court At Calcutta 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction 

Appellate Side 
 

W.P.A 457 of 2025 
 

Srijanee Dey 
   -versus 

Union of India & Ors. 
 

 
Mr. Soujanya Bandyopadhyay, 
Ms. Babita Dey. 
  …For the Petitioner.  
 
Mr. Asish Kumar Guha, 
Mr. Rajendra Chaturvedi. 
  …For the State. 
 
Mr. Koushik Ray, 
Ms. Hasi Saha. 
  …For UOI. 
 
Mr. Pranit Bag, 
Mr. Ramanuj Ray Chaudhuri. 
  …For the Respondent No.4. 
 
Mr. Rajat Das. 
  …For the Respondent No.6. 
 

     

1. The petitioner is aggrieved by certain action 

taken by the respondent no.4, Bengal State Table 

Tennis Association. 

2. A preliminary objection has been raised by 

the learned advocate appearing on behalf of the 

respondent no.4 regarding maintainability of the writ 

petition. 

3. It has been submitted that the respondent 

no.4 will not qualify as an authority under Article 12 of 

the Constitution of India.  
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4. I have heard the submissions made on 

behalf of the parties. 

5. The Court is not satisfied that the 

respondent no. 4 can be treated as ‘State’ under Article 

12 of the Constitution of India. 

6. In view of the above, the Court is not 

inclined to exercise jurisdiction in this matter. 

7. The writ petition fails and is hereby 

dismissed. 

8. It will, however, be open for the petitioner to 

approach the competent forum for resolution of the 

dispute, if so advised. 

9. Urgent certified photocopy of this order, if 

applied for, be supplied to the parties expeditiously on 

compliance of usual legal formalities. 

 

                                        ( Amrita Sinha, J.) 


