M/L 99
04.03.2025
Court No.14

PRADIP

IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION

WPA 22286 of 2023

Aditya Madhogarhia & Anr.
Vs.
The State of West Bengal & Ors.

Ms. Sulagna Bhattacharya
Ms. Susmita Dey (Basu)
...for the State.

. The writ petition was taken up for consideration yesterday

(03.03.2025) and as none was present on behalf of the
petitioners, the same stood dismissed for default. Thereafter,
the same was orally mentioned by the learned advocate
representing the petitioners for restoration. The Court restored
the matter and directed the learned advocate for the petitioners
to intimate the same to the learned advocate representing the

State respondents.

. Today, when the matter is taken up for consideration, none

appears on behalf of the petitioners. Learned counsel for the
State respondents, even though not intimated, is present in

Court.

. The conduct of the learned advocate representing the

petitioners cannot be appreciated.

. The writ petition stands dismissed for default.

. Urgent photostat certified copy of this order, if applied for, be

supplied to the parties, upon compliance of all requisite
formalities.

(Amrita Sinha, J.)



