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WPLRT 42 of 2026
Sudip Kumar Mondal

Vs.
The State of West Bengal and Ors.

Mr. M.A. Sardar,
Mr. Sirajul Haq
...... For the respondent no. 5.

1. None appears for the petitioner at the time of
call.

2. Learned counsel appearing for the respondent
no. 5 places reliance on an earlier order dated
May 18, 2026, in which it was recorded that the
respondent no. 5 is suffering due to the pendency
of the matter and the subsistence of the
injunction order passed therein. Even on that
occasion, the State was not represented and a last
chance was given to the State to argue the matter,
making it clear that no further adjournment shall
be given either to the writ petitioner or the State
when the matter is next called on for hearing.

3. Since even today, neither the petitioner nor the
State is represented through their counsel,

WPLRT 42 of 2026 is dismissed for default without



any order as to costs. Interim order, if any, stands
vacated.

4. Urgent certified copies of this order, if applied
for, be supplied to the parties upon compliance of

requisite formalities.

(Sabyasachi Bhattacharyya, J.)

(Supratim Bhattacharya, J.)



