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The learned Advocate representing both the
parties are present.

The learned Advocate representing the
petitioner submitted to have filed an application being
CAN/2/2021 which, inter alia, stated that the instant
writ petition was dismissed by a Coordinate Bench of
this Court on 14" February, 2019 due to intermittent
period of the pandemic. The petitioner could not take
steps to file an application for restoration of the
instant writ petition. It was further submitted that the

petitioner had filed an application before the Central



Administrative  Tribunal being the appropriate
authority to deal with the disputed question. The
learned Advocate representing the petitioner further
submitted there had been a delay of more than 500
days in filing the application for restoration. Since the
petitioner has already filed an application before the
Central Administrative Tribunal the instant writ
petition being WP No. 20487 (W) of 2018 be restored
to its original file and number, condoning the delay in
filing the said application.

Ms. Indumouli Banerjee, learned Advocate has
filed a fresh vakalatanama to represent the petitioner
after seeking no-objection from the erstwhile
Advocate-on-record, Ms. Tanusree Das on
28.04.2025. The learned Advocate representing the
petitioner has further submitted under instruction on
behalf of the petitioner stating his unwillingness to
proceed with the instant writ petition. Let the written
instruction be kept on record.

Under such circumstances, the instant writ

petition is dismissed for non-prosecution.

(Ananya Bandyopadhyay, J.)



