OITEM NO.36 COURT NO.2 SECTION XVI
SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).36479/2009

(From the judgement and order dated 18/06/2009 in AST No0.94/2009 of
The HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

SUBHRA BASU & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF WEST BENGAL & ORS. Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report )

Date: 26/09/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ALTAMAS KABIR
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SURINDER SINGH NIJJAR

For Petitioner(s)  Mr. Pijush K.Roy, Adv.
Mr. Mithilesh Kumar Singh,Adv.-on-record.

For Respondent(s)
M/s. Abhijit Sen Gupta,Adv.-on-record.(Standing
Counsel)B.P.Yadav, Raja Chatterjee,Sampa Sengupta,
Advs.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
The grievance of the petitioners against the

judgment and order dated 18th June, 2009, passed by

the Calcutta High Court in A.S.T.N0.94 of 2009, is

that despite there being an existing route between

Howrah Maidan and Sealdah Station, the Regional

Transport Authority, Howrah, is not accepting
their applications in Form No.1 for grant of permit

on Route No.M.D.1.
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On behalf of the petitioner, it has been
submitted by Mr. Roy, that the said route was
subsequently extended from Sealdeh to Santragachi,

but he has not been able to show us anything to



support the same. On the other hand, it has been
submitted by learned counsel appearing for the
State of West Bengal, that as far as the route

between Howraw to Sealdah is concerned, since a

major part of the route falls within the city of

Kolkata, the jurisdiction for entertaining
application for grant of new permits is with the

Regional Transport Authority, Kolkata.

In fact, in paragraph 10 of the counter
affidavit filed on behalf of the State, the said
position has been made clear. Learned counsel has
also shown us an order passed by the Division Bench
of the Calcutta High Court on 21st November, 2003,
in G.A.568/, in APOT 63/02, wherein certain interim
restrictions had been imposed on the Regional
Transport Authority.
Be that as it may, having regard to the
submissions made in paragraph 10 of the counter
affidavit, we dispose of the Special Leave Petition
with the observations that the petitioners, if they
so wish, may apply to the Regional Transport
Authority, Kolkata, for the route in question and
if such applications are made, the same should be
disposed of in accordance with law at the earliest.
(Sheetal Dhingra)  (Juginder Kaur)
COURT MASTER  Assistant Registrar



