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1) Affidavit of service filed on behalf of the petitioner is 

taken on record. 

2) Matter is taken up for consideration in presence of 

learned advocates representing the petitioner, State 

respondents and respondent nos. 7 to 12. 

3) Petitioner is a trust. By presenting this writ 

petition, petitioner has prayed for direction which 

would permit the petitioner to observe Maharam on 

land in question.  It is submitted that for observing 

Maharam “No Objection” from the concerned police 

authority was prayed for but till date same has not 
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been granted prompting the petitioner to approach this 

Court with the present writ petition seeking direction 

upon the concerned police authority to take steps 

accordingly. 

4) On behalf of respondent nos. 7 to 12 case made out 

in the writ petition is disputed since it is contended 

that land on which ritual is to be performed does not 

belong to the petitioner.   

5) However, such submission made on behalf of the 

respondent nos. 7 to 12 is refuted on behalf of the 

petitioner on the strength of ad interim order dated 10th 

April, 2026 passed by the civil court in Title Suit No. 

441 of 2026.  It was directed by the civil court in order 

dated 10th April, 2026 that defendants were restrained 

from disturbing peaceful possession of the plaintiffs in 

the suit property.  It is contended on behalf of the 

petitioner that respondent nos. 7 to 12 herein are 

defendants in Title Suit No. 441 of 2026.  Therefore, 

order dated 10th April, 2026 binds respondent nos. 7 to 

12. 

6) Mr. Das, learned Additional Government Pleader 

prays for accommodation to obtain instruction. 

7) Acceding to the request made on behalf of the State 

respondents, hearing of this matter stands adjourned. 

8) List the matter under the same heading at the top 

on Monday next, 15th June, 2026. 

 

      (Saugata Bhattacharyya, J.) 


