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IN THE ARMED FORCES TRIBUNAL, REGIONAL BENCH. KOLKATA
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APPLICATION No : C A 3 'n13 (TA 134 ' '010)

APPLTCANT (S)

R E S P O N D E N T  ( S )

Lega l  Prac t i t ioner  o f  app l i can t

M r .  B h a s k a r  C h .  B e h e r a

NOTES OF THE REGISTRY

A k h i l a  B i h a r i  S i n g h

shrl-=@s

Legal Pract i t ioner for  R,e: ;pondent (s ' l

M r .  D . K . M u k h e r j e e

ORDERS OF THE TRIBL 'NAL

O r d e r  S l .  N o .
'-/ 

Dated : 10.02.201,4
____L

Mr.  Bhaskar  Chandra  Behera ,  l d .  adv ,  appears  on  beha l f  o f

the pet i t ioner .  t i le  f ind that  he has not  f i led h is  vo[ , :a la tnama in

respect of this r:ontempt peti t ion. The advocate on record Mrs.

Keya Bhaltacharyya is, however, nrl t  present. Mr. Behera

submits  that  he was the advocate for  thre appl icant  in  the nta in

appl icat ionr  i .e .  
'TA 

t3,+12010.  But  due to inadver tent  mistake,  he

has not  beren able to  submit  power in  th is  CA on behal f  o f  the

pet i t ioner .  He under takes to f i le  power wi th in er  week.  Mr,

D.K.Mukherr jee,  ld .  adv.  is  present  on behal f  o f  the a l leged

contemnors.

We f ind that  on the last  occasion,  the respor tdents were

granted thrree month on the submiss iorr  that  the I iLP that  was

f i led before the Hon'b le Supreme Court  ;against  the ,crder  passed

by  th i s  T r ihuna l  i n  the  connec ted  TA was  pend ing  and  wou ld  be

decided soon.  l -oday,  Mr.  Mukher jee pre lys that  some more t ime

be granted to them to implement  t l re  order  dt .  7 .3.12 as

pronounced in the IA I34l2Ot0, since the SLP was dismissed on

1,6.12.13 and the mat ter  is  under  act ive considerat ion of  the

a uthor i t ie : ; . .



_ r )

Mr.  Behrera,  however ,  opposes th is  prayer  on fhe grornO t fn t

the decis ion of  the Tr ibunal  was passed in  March 2012 and the

SLP was d i : ;missed in  December 2013 and the mat t r : r  re lates to

grant  of  d isabi l i ty  pension to the appl icant ,  who w'as a Sepoy.

Every day 's ;  de lay is  adding to the suf fer ing of  the a l lp l icant .  He,

therefore,  prays that  no fur ther  t i r re  be g iven and the

respondenlrs  be cal led upon not  only  to  implement  the order  of

the  T r ibuna l  bu t  a l so  to  exp la in  as  to  why  such  undue  de lay  has

taken p lace despi te  the mat ter  having been d ismissed by the

Hon'b le Apex Court  on l -6 .1,2.1,3.

We har"re considered the submiss ionr ;  o f  both s ides.  We are

qui te surpr ised that  such a long pending order  of  th i :s  Tr ibunal  of

March 2OL2 is  s t i l l  pending compl iance by the author i t ies despi te

los ing in  the Apex Court  in  December ,1013.  l t  c lear l ' /  shows lack

of  meaningfu l  appl icat ion and compa: ;s ion to a poor  Sepoy '  by

the concerned author i t ies.  Such at t i tude is  not  at  a l l  acceptable.

However,  l - t .  Col .  Ani l  Chandra,  OlC,  Leg;a l  Cel l ,  HQ, Bengal  Area

submits  that  he has been inst ructed by the Director ,  PS-4 that

the case wi l l  be d isposed of  as ear ly  as possib le and he prays for

four  week more.  Be that  as i t  may,  whi le  we adjourn the case to

four  weeks hence,  'we d i rect  the respondents that  in  case

compl iance repor t  is  not  f i led by the next  datr : ,  then the

Director ,  FS-4 shal l  be present  in  person to expla in the delay

when the case wi l l  be l is ted for  hear ing on the next  date.

To 18. ! t .1 .4 f  or  hear ing and for  f i l ing of  compl iance repor t .

Let  a p la in copy of  the order  duly  counters ig,ned by the

Tr ibunal  Of f icer  be furn ished to both s idr :s  on obserr /ance of  due

formal i t ies.

(LT.  GEN K.P.D.SAMANTA)
M E rvrBE R(A)
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