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Date of order: 21.2.2019No. O.A. 360/01462/2016

Hon’ble Ms. Bidisha Banerjee, Judicial Member 
Hon’ble Dr. Nandita Chatterjee, Administrative Member

Present

1. Nita Rani Mondal,
Wife of Late Rakhahari Mondal, 
Ex-Postal Assistant,
Bankura, H.O., Aged about 62 years
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2^''Madhustidan Mondal, 7%.
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Bankura Dn., ___-’aa.. sstVI.
-722 101, .̂SBJ^

3. The Chief Post Master General, 
West Bengal Circle,
Department of Posts,
Yogayog Bhawan,
Kolkata - 700 012.
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.. Opposite Parties\ 1

; •
Mr. J.R. Das, CounselFor the Applicant

Ms. D. Nag, CounselFor the Respondents
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ORDER fOrah
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Pol* Df. Nflhdita-Chflttariftft. Adminiatfative Member:

The applicants have approached the Tribunal under Section 19 of the

/
• r

Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 praying for the following relief:-

11 (a) An order directing the respondents to consider the case of the applicant No. 2 for 
compassionate appointment in place & stead of his father, died in harness.

(b) An order directing the respondents, to consider the representation of your 
applicants as case of died in harness under the Concessional Rules as per the existing 
statutory provisions as available.

An order directing^tHfe"respondents, tolransn^it unto this Hon’ble Court the 
records of the entij^bfocefdings, 'includinglthe^order ahd/dr^directions and/or decisions, 
if any, denying^and depriyjn§rffi>SaB0jcaht|No?a. fconudraltatind appointment under

(c)

appropriate ^categojy«^.sfated^herlihabove l^hi^ iconscionable justice may be 
administe^ toW^Mnts herein. ' ^ ^

(d) JAnjfepth^order/ordere^f^tfil^^^^aers as to this i§lble Tribunal seems fit
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zone of consfe^^di^u^^^p^^ioti^^l^ib^^man^fng justice from

the respondents.

Ld. Counsel for the aBftlicantJairlv^submit'fThat the applicants would be 

satisfied if a direction is issued to the respondent authorities to consider their

prayer in a time bound manner to which the Ld. Counsel for the respondents
f.

does" not object, if the authorities are so directed to consider their prayer in

accordance with law.

On examination of the records, however, we find that after rejection of their4.

prayer by the CRC, the applicants had not made any further appeal or
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representation to the respondent authorities and only an Advocate’s notice has 

been Issued In this regard.

Accordingly, we grant liberty to the applicants to prefer a comprehensive 

representation in the form of an appeal on the decisions of the CRC held on 

2.12.2005 within a period of three weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of this

5.

order and, once so received, the competent respondent authority, shall, 

thereafter take necessary action to dispose of such appeal/representation by 

once again placing the matter before the^CRG^and to communicate the decision 

to the applicants forthwith th&eaflfer!
?
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The entire ex§rcise*sfiould be completed witRiif alperiod’bf twe^ve weeks
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appeal from the applicants.
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(BidishaS^n§rjee)
Judidfaf*Me$ber
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