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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA 
 
MRITUNJOY SENGUPTA, 
 
  Plaintiff Pro Se, 
 
vs. 
 
UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA FAIRBANKS, 
UNIVERSITY OF ALASKA, 
 
  Defendants. 

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Case No.:   4:07-CV-00019-TMB 

 
VEXATIOUS LITIGANT ORDER 

 
Before Mr. Sengupta is able to serve further complaints on the University of 

Alaska, he must petition for leave to file the complaint. 

Leave will only be granted if: 

a. The complaint does not restate a cause of action that has already been 

asserted or could have been asserted in a prior case against the same 

parties; 

b. The complaint is definite, detailed, and legally sufficient to survive a 

motion to dismiss; and 

c. Unless a stay of execution is in place, Mr. Sengupta has submitted 

proof that he has paid any court-ordered sanctions and awards of 



 

 

attorney fees that he owes under existing judgments and orders to 

defendants named in the new complaint. 

If Mr. Sengupta attempts to file a complaint that does not comply with the above 

procedures, the complaint will not be accepted by the court and the defendant(s) will not be 

required to answer or respond in any way.  If filed, a complaint that does not comply with the 

above procedures may be dismissed by the court sua sponte. 

 
 
DATED:  August 6, 2008   /s/ Timothy M. Burgess 

Timothy M. Burgess  
      U.S. DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 


