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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION 

APPELLATE SIDE 
      

WPA 21095 of 2024 
 

                             Pradip Narayan Bag 
Versus  

The State of West Bengal & Ors. 
      

 
  Mr. Pabitra Charan Bhattacharjee 
  Mr. Sovan Nayak 
    … For the petitioner. 
 

 
  Mr. Subrata Guha Biswas 
  Mr. Pashupati Saha 
    … For the State 
 
  Mr. Srijan Nayak 
  Mr. Biplob Das 
  Mr. Asis Dutta 
    … For the respondent no.2. 
 
  Mr. Ovik Sengupta 
  Mr. Soumen Chatterjee 
  Ms. Sayani Das 
   … For the respondent nos. 4 and 6. 
     

1. Pursuant to the orders dated 22nd April, 2025, 6th 

May, 2025 and 13th May, 2025, today, Mr. 

Sengupta, learned advocate representing the 

respondent nos. 4 and 6 has produced the entire 

records including the answer scripts relating to the 

selection process. 

2. From a perusal of the same it appears that the final 

result of the aforesaid selection process has been 

published on 27th August, 2024, wherein Susanta 

Santra and Tapas Roy have succeeded. It also 

appears that Susanta Santra and Tapas Roy have 

been issued letters of appointment.  

3. Let copies of the letters of appointment issued in 
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favour of Susanta Santra and Tapas Roy be retained 

with the record. Let a copy of the final result of 

selection test dated 27th August, 2024 be also 

retained with the records. 

4. Let copies of the aforesaid documents be also made 

over to Mr. Bhattacharjee, learned advocate 

representing the petitioner. 

5. Having regard to the fact that the aforesaid selection 

process has long been completed and since it 

appears that Susanta Santra and Tapas Roy have 

secured the highest marks and have been appointed 

and since the prayers made in the writ petition was 

primarily for declaration of the results of the 

selection test, I am of the view that no fruitful 

purpose will be served to keep the same pending. 

The writ petition is accordingly disposed of. 

6. Disposal of the aforesaid writ petition shall, 

however, not interfere with the rights of the 

petitioner to challenge the selection process of the 

aforesaid two candidates in accordance with law, if 

so advised. 

7. Personal appearance of respondent no.6, stands 

dispensed with. 

8. Urgent Photostat certified copy of this order, if 

applied for, be made available to the parties upon 

compliance of requisite formalities. 

    (Raja Basu Chowdhury, J.) 
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