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Item no.70

IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction
Appellate Side

WPA N0.21190 of 2019
Dilip Mondal & Anr.
-VS-

The State of West Bengal & Ors.

Mr. Mukteswar Maity ...for the petitioners

Affidavit of service filed is retained with the records.

Despite service, none appears for the respondents.

The petitioners pray for grant of benefit under the
Abasan Yojna Prakalpa, 2017 and 2018. The petitioners
claim to have made a representation dated September 20,
2019 to the Block Development Officer, Kulpi. From the
Annexures of the writ petition it appears that the
representation was made by the first petitioner only, Dilip
Mondal. There is no representation from the end of the

second petitioner, Hrishikesh Halder.

In view of the above, the instant writ petition is
being allowed in respect of the first petitioner, Dilip Mondal
only, and the writ petition is deemed to be dismissed as to

the second petitioner.

The petitioner complains that his representation has
not been considered by the Kulpi Block Development Officer
till date.

As it appears that the representation of the
petitioner is pending decision of the BDO, the instant writ
petition is disposed of by directing the Kulpi BDO, the sixth
respondent herein, to decide the same in accordance with

law, within a period of three months from the date of



communication of this order. The said respondent shall
pass a reasoned decision that shall be communicated to the

petitioner immediately thereafter.

It is made clear that this court has not gone into the
merits of the prayer of the petitioner and all points are left
open to be decided by the said respondent at the time of

consideration of the representation of the petitioner.

[Amrita Sinha, J]



