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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
KOLKATA BENCH, KOLKATA
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Date of order: 10.7.2019No. O.A. 771 of 2019 
M.A. 424 of 2019

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

Present

Mongri Kumari @ Mala Mallick,
Daughter of Late Sahadeo Mallick @ 
Sahadeb Mallick,
Residing at 221, Deshpran- Sasmal Road, 
Tollygunge, **
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New Delhi - 110 Oil.

4. The Station Cell,
Head Quarter, Service through the 
Sub-Bengal Area Alipore,
246, AJC Bose Road,
Kolkata - 700 027.

5. The Officer-in-Charge, 
Legal Cell,
Sub-Bengal Area,
246, AJC Bose Road,)

i

but'
‘



i-
o.a. 771 of 2019 with m.a. 424 of 20192

Kolkata - 700 027.

.. Respondents

For the Applicant Mr. Z. Alam, Counsel

For the Respondents None

ORDER (Oral!

Per Dr. Nandita Chatteriee. Administrative Member:

The applicant has a^proS'clfefrW^TMbunal under Section 19 of the

Administrative Tghffiials lowing relief:-

“(a) A^direcU^n ma^ be given upon the respohden^sj^their officers, men and

j& l^airecUon^5|^%^l™|n|^^eipgidfe&) their offrigirs. Sen and 

jagehts, hnd eachfet the^tQ„;sh^lc&lj^^!t-b^hy tSey should ^^|be Mrected 
fto^de a ins’ “
f of Tier' father bsJquashmgj^TO^^^^^&^Srden-.of^^ection Ng^§284^/SD- 
f 7(^^-civs-) da^if GS/SD-'S(sq®m. Sivs.).

- triable justing* SI f le’WBb^r quashing Wimpfgned 
ated 30.9.200^

3%9-20t#^ /| To pass^STJGh othefeipr further order^oT^orders^al to^me Tribunal may 
deem%tand%roper.” ^ ^ ‘ ^^ ^

Heard Cd^Coufi^el for^tM^^pfcahlji^Udavit® sei^ice is taken on

record. Matter is tafe^up at tte^dmi^ion stage,.^^"
'"'V:

An M.A. bearing No. 424 of 2019 in connection with O.A. bearing 

No. 771 of 2019 has been filed praying for condonation of delay.
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Accordingly, the dates of events are as follows:-

The ex-employee had expired on 24.11.1999 and the applicant, 

preferred a representation in September, 2000 followed by that dated 

April, 2002 praying for compassionate appointment on account of demise 

of her father, the ex-employee. Thereafter, not having received any reply
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BW^SStlF to the representations, the .applicant had approached the Honhle High 

Court, Kolkata in Writ Petition No. 11277 of 2002 and the said Writ 

Petition was disposed of on 17.9.2002 with a direction to the respondent

y
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y

authorities to decide on the issue within a period of 8 weeks from the 

date of communication of the order. The respondent authorities, 

thereafter, rejected her claim vide order dated 30.9.2005, challenging 

which, the applicant once again approached the Honhle High Court in

W.P. No. 24826 (W) of 200S'fs-fhe“'HbriJBi'erHiya«.p.ourt disposed of.the said
^ s _ ^

matter by directing tl^^|p^|t S^Jr<^|l^the^ 6^t^ of appropriate 

jurisdiction^hamelytijlhe Central Administrative Tritninal. 'fthe applicant,

/ iprjSl|||^ approachj|^t% Armed
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Forcesi^ril^^al as heJptdlSlr ^elljh^edfto^^^^^Lce Estal^^hn^nt and 

as trfe of jun^Sidi, theM
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I lt Rioted th^^p
I ^ jf'/f; v\ vir

2011, the Honhle HigMCpurUnad directed tl^fe#plicant
1: M M i: % '%.

apphcanthas presen
|: ■ 'hm Ha* 1

I filing thi§*O.Al In
? ; aj |.

to ap^gac|i the

I;

OSP!Centnal AdministE^g^lrMSifcrfeaalfRSt^^^xRlained thJdelay 
in filin|i. the of her stresse^^^^w^ Amditioiis

helplessne's^ on%^.ccount ,,of tlfedemise,.QMier fsdhep and^ier lack of legal 
knowledge m^app^hching olS^^opriat^ju^^hction. Given

-S! A 1 ^ J&?'

, her

the practical difficiilties of i^^^pplicairt^f^^eve^fst^ delay is condoned 

as a very special case and mS/T^Jo. 424 of 2019 is disposed of

accordingly.

Coming to the merits of the matter, the applicant’s prayer for4.

compassionate appointment has been rejected by the respondent

authorities on the ground that there were no vacancies in 5% quota for

compassionate appointment and DoP&T had not agreed to allowing

compassionate appointments in dying cadres.
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The applicant, through her Ld. Counsel, has preferred another

representation on 7.8.2018 to the respondent authorities stating that as

she is left alone, having been separated from her mother, and has no 

other means of survival, she is in dire need of appointment on

compassionate ground. The applicant, however, has nowhere challenged

respondents’ communication dated 30th September, 2005 (Annexure A-5

to the O.A.).
<:■

iy.;’&■

f*

and is granted liberty
•Bi

%
order of the^dutho^i-i^, if so advised.

Thef^O. A^paisposedi5.
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