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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION
APPELLATE SIDE

WPA 11691 of 2026

Shambhu Das
Versus
The Kolkata Municipal Corporation & Ors.

Mr. Partha Sengupta
Mr. Biswaroop Sengupta
... For the petitioner.

Mr. Biswajit Mukherjee
Ms. Gulnaz Quraishi
... For Kolkata Municipal Corporation.

1. Affidavit of service filed in Court is taken on
record.
2. The petitioner, being aggrieved by the failure on

the part of the municipal authorities to decide on the
mutation application, the instant writ petition has been
filed.

3. Learned advocate for the petitioner has drawn
attention of this Court to the document appearing at page
52 of the writ petition and would submit that though the
mutation application was received in Form No.A-42 from
the petitioner on 30t January, 2019, the municipal
authorities are yet to take a decision on the same. Though
the representations have been made from time to time,
the municipal authorities are yet to dispose of such
representation.

4. Ms. Quraishi, learned advocate appears on behalf

of the Kolkata Municipal Corporation.
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S. Having heard the learned advocates appearing for
the respective parties, I am of the view since a mutation
application has been filed, the least that is expected, the
disposal of such application. The municipality cannot be
permitted to sit tight on such application.
0. Accordingly, the municipal authorities are
directed to dispose of such application in accordance with
law, preferably within a period of sixteen weeks from the
date of communication of this order.
7. With the above observations and directions, the
writ petition is disposed of.

Urgent Photostat certified copy of this order, if
applied for be given to the parties upon compliance with
the requisite formalities.

(Raja Basu Chowdhury, J.)



