ORDER SHEET

WEST BENGAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL

Bikash Bhavan, Salt Lake, Kolkata — 700 091.

Present-
The Hon’ble SAYEED AHMED BABA, Member (A)
Case No. — OA-606 of 2022
Ranjit Chakraborty VERSUS The State of West Bengal & Ors..

Serial No. and ~ For the Applicant : Mr. G.P. Banerjee,
Date of order Learned Advocate.

04 For the State : Mr. A. De,

09.11.2022 Respondents Departmental Representative.

For the Pr. A.G.W.B. Mr. B. Mitra.

The matter is taken up by the Single Bench pursuant
to the order contained in the Notification No. 536-WBAT/2J-
15/2016 dated 26" August, 2022 issued in exercise of the powers
conferred under Section 5(6) of the Administrative Tribunals Act,
1985.

The matter is admitted.

In this application the prayer is for a direction to the
respondent authorities to allow the applicant to purchase the
camp quarter at Chandmari APL Home, Gayeshpur, Kalyani, Nadia
where he is residing with his family members.

Mr. Banerjee on behalf of the applicant submits that
the applicant has received notices for vacating the quarter,
although in the same colony there are other retired employees
still residing. The applicant has been writing to the state
respondents to allow him to purchase the quarter where he has
been living and also to disburse his due revised pension and other
pensionary benefits. Mr. Banerjee also submits that the state
authorities are not releasing the revised pensionary benefits

because of his living in the govt. quarter after retirement. Mr.
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Banerjee further submits that there is no connection is releasing
the revised pension with vacating the govt. quarter after
retirement.

Mr. De representing the Department submits that as
per rule, no employee is allowed to continue to occupy govt.
guarter after retirement and the applicant on several occasions
has been issued notices to vacate his quarter but has failed to
vacate the same. Mr. De also submits that not only the applicant
but some other unauthorised occupants of the colony have been
directed to vacate the quarters.

After hearing the submissions from both the sides and
perusing the records, it appears that the state respondents have
refused to sanction the revised pension of the applicant on the
ground that he is yet to vacate the govt. quarter. It is observed
that the release of the applicant’s revised pension has been linked
to vacating the govt. quarter. It is also noted that the state
respondents have not replied and intimated the applicant
regarding his prayer for purchase of the govt. quarter. In the
opinion of this Court, if such policy exists and decision of the
respondent is not to sell the govt. quarter to the applicant, then
they should intimate the applicant and dispose of this issue.

The matter is thus disposed of by directing the
respondent No. 3 to intimate the employee in writing and after
giving an opportunity of personal hearing regarding respondent’s
decision on the issue of selling of the govt. quarter. The

respondents should also process and sanction his revised pension
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and other pensionary benefits without linking to his vacating the
govt. quarter. On the applicant’s side, the applicant is directed to
vacate the quarter if the respondent intimates its refusal to sell
the quarter within the stipulated time as informed by the
respondent.

Accordingly, OA is disposed of.

SAYEED AHMED BABA
MEMBER (A)



