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1. Petitioner, who claims to be a voter in the elections to

be conducted to the Contai Cooperative Agriculture and

Rural Development Bank Ltd. and Contai Co-operative

Bank Limited has filed this writ petition as a public

interest litigation praying for a direction upon the

respondents to deploy Central Armed Police Forces at

the polling booths as escorts on the day of delegate

election scheduled to be held on March 29, 2025 and

on the day of declaration of results, in respect of the
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elections to the Contai Cooperative Agricultural Rural

Development Bank Limited.

2. Another person, who was also a member of the very

same Cooperative Bank has filed another writ petition

in W.P.A. 6075 of 2025, which was heard by the

learned Single Bench and the prayer for interim order

was refused and the writ petition is still pending and a

direction has been issued for filing affidavits.

3. The petitioner having claimed to be a member of a

particular Cooperative Bank, cannot seek for such a

direction in a public interest litigation as the petitioner

is personally interested in the elections as he claims to

be a voter in the elections to be conducted.

4. Therefore, we are of the view that the present petition

cannot be treated as a public interest litigation and

therefore, it is held to be not maintainable. Accordingly,

the same is dismissed.

5. However, it will be well-open to the petitioner to work

out his remedies in accordance with law.

6. No costs.

7.  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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