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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
KOLKATA BENCH, KOLKATA

Date of Order* 19.11.2019O.A/350/482/2018

Coram: Hon’ble Ms. Bidisha Banerjee, Judicial Member

Prabir Kumar Dutta, s/o Late Prabhat Kumar Dutta, aged 

about 5.7 years,, Retd. Catering Inspector, Santragachi, S. 
E. Railway residing at 4, Dr. Ashutosh Sstri Road, Kolkata 

- 700010.

--Applicant

Versus

1. Union of India, seryieeiithrough the General Manager, S. E.
Railway, 13^t?ar^en"Rbaeh^R.oad^ Garden Reach, Kolkata 

TDOO-IS; _ : \.
2. The' ..Chief Persbnhei Offmbr, S. M? Railway, 13, Garden 

Reach)Road|lQarden ^eacH,^KblkataJ70(5O43.
3. FlA^’cA^&i^^i^jdSefiion), fi? Carden Reach Road,

„ R4ar.Tg^|io®| 5 V
4. Chief Commli-Mahh-ger,. S.E Railway,.j4,lstrand Road, New 

Koilkaghat, Kolkata 70000 l-f
5. Senior .Persohnel^Offieef (co^^^ 14, /strand Road;--New

% . / ^ "Xi. '7' . \ / ------
Koilkaghat, Kolkata 700001;.- /

i. *~v

/

y ••Respondents.N :
r^

For The Applicant(s): Mr. D. K‘ Mukhopadhyay, counsel 

For The Respondent(s)-* Ms. A. Basu, counsel

ORDER (ORAL)

Per: Ms. Bidisha Baneriee. Member (J):

This matter is taken up in the Single Bench in terms of Appendix VIII of

Rule 154 of CAT Rules of Practice, as no complicated question of law is

involved, and with the consent of both sides.

2. Heard Id. counsels for both parties.

3. Respondents have failed to file their reply despite repeated chances.
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W 4. At hearing, Id. counsel for the respondents submits that he would prefer a

representation to the competent respondent authorities to seek benefits of the
r

judgement of this Tribunal in O.A 315/2018, where in similar circumstances,

this Tribunal had allowed benefits of one decision of the Hon’ble Apex Court

in D. D. Tiwari (Dead) through legal representatives vs. Uttar Haryana Bijli Vitran

Nigam Limited and others (2014) 8 SCC 894 and disposed of the said O.A No.

315/18 by directing the respondent to pay interest at current rate on the

delay payment of pensionary benefits.

5. Accordingly, without entering into the merits, the O.A is disposed of with

liberty to the applicant to prefer comprehensive representation to the

competent respondent authority, sriahlxlhg .o.opyfbfLorder in the O.A 315/2018, 

as well as the decision mjDD.

! <
\ail®1 to ’seek benefits within a

period of 4 weeks froraFtlie d^e^^recei^t'of ofShi^ order. In the event

such representation -is prefe^^d^bm#h#fcplit:mt, theSonipetent respondent 

authority shall consider the tfieXl^gh^f the Ju\lgpment, supra, and

sr

f.

pass reasoned and Speakin^prHerwiffi^'a p'erioC'Of 3 months from the date
H \ ■'■/> ’’V'' kV) /

of receipt of such representation. "Tf nothing vsthnds iri the way, appropriate
V V • . ' ' /

benefits shall be released withiii’a^further^penod^df 3 months.

6. The present OA accordingly stands disposed of.. No costs.
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(Bidisha Banerjee) 
Member (J)
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