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f
i sri Brlj Kiatiore Singh# 

aon o£ I#ato J.P.Singh, aged about 

61 years# worked as Bsc-Catering 

Inspector, south Eastern Railway# 

Garden Reach# Kolkata-700 043, 

residing at plat No.2C, 2nd Floor, 

243»A# Motllal Gupta Road# sodepurv 

Bazar# KOlkata.700 0@2.
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j Applicant• • •

- versus -
r

l
1* Union of India# through the 

General Manager# South Eastern 

Railway, Garden Reach, Rolkata -

700 043.
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2. Th« Chief Personnel Officer,i

* South Sastern Railway, Garden Reach, 

Kolkata-700 043.
i
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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
KOLKATA BENCH

Date of Order: 30.11.2018O. A/350/01430/2018

Coram: Hon’ble Mr. A.K Patnaik, Judicial Member

SHRI BRIJ KISHORE SINGH -VS- S.E. RAILWAY

For the Applicant(s):

Respondent's): M&

A.K Patnaik, M^S'e

Mr. T.K.Biswas, Counsel ^

For the

O R D E RCORAL)

'T
Heard l4r. T.K^Bisw

/

i2. As Kdoj not w unrepr8gbnted£. Mr.
K^ar^yopadhyaylLdcs^SSurSi^^^^^^ for the S^EfRail^ays,

\\ “ 1 is present in the court\nd, orfYny riequeSt^o^Counsel for the a^jkant has

\ KJ W / I j \ \W . ^ f
served copy of ti^^QA^flong ithj^nnexures^^on him. Heard Mr.

j

M.
I 4)

VBandyopadhyay irnextehso
\ ,'V

3. This OA^has b^een filedvund^SectioT^I^ offtBe Administrative Tribunalsu>uiw\ o
Act, 1985. with thetfollo\^ing prayers!$ ^

“(a) An order do^is'sueiffidireGtiTi 
implement the officer

e respondent authorities to 
order being No. 

lncrement/BKS/10 dated 29.1.2010 (Annexure-A/3), 3.10.2013, 
24.10.2013 and 19.11.2013 (Annexure A-6 coll.), and to fix the pay 
and to grant consequential benefits and thereafter re-fix the pension 
properly.

E/CC/Annual

An order do issue directing the respondent authorities to pay 
the arrears along with interest as admissible under the rules.
(b)
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An order directing the respondents to consider the 
representation of the applicant (Annexure-A/7) collectively) within 
specific period.

(c)

Any other order or orders as to this Hon’ble Tribunal may 
deem fit and proper.”
(d)

4. Mr. Biswas, Ld. Counsel for the applicant, submitted that the applicant was

originally appointed as a Cateting^ Manager "through Railway Service 

got ns|^bs6quent promotionsT^T®^^icanti^iile working
itatibh^stating int^Jia t^^luring the

I \
ifi/Miur^da^^vision,^^?, Khurda &

Commission and

under respondent^^f.3 made^^presdh
■■■ ^ /^C 4 I

period 199^0^2001, he/was^posted&nfr
Chakfadh^^1 when/ms&a^K%^mvJ 

■s^

incremei^for 5 yearsfJ@*l;?5*peg|nnum shogld=h

td|,2001s^^OOAlSince 1•

gwousht to l^&Jbasie, pay
Ljfl ^ "

Rs. 6200/-^ Rs. 875/;^S .̂ 6200/- 

2002';2Q^nd 2004 wHill

thelyearm.
. osted in Howramhis^bastc pay was lowerpdpowii 

by three stages and^ce^^dhree^tTcfemm^Sf 113i- 
of Rs. 5675/- i^d^c pa"\ x'/,
been given 'increrftents agaiftst^he j?asic pay Rs^?00/-^fid ndF against Rs.

■ \iV-- ^ JF
5615!-. Although’the pay^bf^the applicant was reduced asjurmeasure of penalty

^educed basic payagaip

Cfhe should have^Rs. 6200/-. It has been stioThitt

in fact no order of penaltyr\vas^seiyre.d iiponjiiml^he applicant had moved in 

O.A. No.‘ 1545 of 2010 before the Hon’ble Tribunal. The said O.A. was

disposed of with a direction upon the respondent authorities to consider and

dispose of the representation of the applicant. On 29.11.2010, the Respondent

No. 4 issued an office order stating inter-alia that the applicant was transferred
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from KHP Division to Kur Division on 03.06.1999 and at that point of time his

basic pay as indicated in the service sheet was Rs. 6200/- and as such the 

penalty of reduction of pay by three stages was erroneously imposed at Rs.

6200/- to Rs. 5675/- whereas the same should have been reduced from Rs.

6550/- to Rs. 6025/-. On completiomofrpunishmgnt his pay was restored on the

. Thebasis of the erroneous"orders. th Ilf -:
applicant wasdhfonfeeflthht the respondent authori'tjrr^^ecid^to rectify the

"i-

anomalies^ of Ld. for

% 1

/
'^5^.

pondent|aAorities 

decided J^rectify

res

ttfeffeomalilsli fbamfet sit
.is ... “r—----

tighlremfS silent ovei^ejatte^^h^aysgffim^ml 

beini No^/CC/AnnuMfrMffrem%ht®&/®i^fi^wfeoiO pass®:by tWe Sr.
I t % '%//! ll % Sl IDivislonaPPersonnel OffiMr/sfeakmdMrplir. ie.dSther submitted thatfsincex

a. .■ neyan^e^t^ apphc'anTnas pre^H^pSev^mreprese|itations

RST
m

Sation the ̂ office ®rder
vfl'

%.ventilating hisr/&

under Aftiexur%A/^Vand mejast being dat£d^0S.02-^{)T7#whibff are still
# ^ ^ * JT jF'

pending consfderatio^the b^id&re^less redressed

if a. direction is issued^) Respondenyfe^to^hsiderj^i^epresentation dated •
..~.. ‘2—

08.02.2017.

5. Having heard Ld. Counsel for the parties, without going into the merit of the

matter, I dispose of this O.A. by directing Respondent No. 2 to consider the

representation of the applicant under Annexure-A/7 dated 08.02.2017, if the

\
.y
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same has been filed and is still pending before him for consideration, and pass a

reasoned and speaking order as per rules and regulations in force within a

period of four weeks from the date of receipt of copy of this order. I also make

it clear that while considering the representation of the applicant, he may be

given a chance of personal hearing and while deciding his representation 

Respondent No.2 shall

deposition made duft^ personal hearing. I hope a'fid 

consideration, t

keSjD&ii|| ^|f%™v|ac|^C)f^e applicant and

ist thatvif after such

the^Tpplicantgsjgn?vdnce] i^gomffiteo be genuin^Jl^^ecessary
jBk. '■
rthmka furthe^^riodkif fouren to t^ant Rim^nesincrgmen 

weeks. I.also make itic

steps may b^fek • ?

aid representation has
£“■ 1 

be.Kommunicated tqi the

z

4 •

already been disposed of^thetf^me 

; (1%
applicant*within two weeksr

*u. ;re.o

ad&re|t^?this^0^&|tands disposed of.
T■' '***** ^Ljr

6. With the aforesaid^observatioh
%\

4,No COStS;, 3
\

*Sr
7: As prayed for by^the Ld.^odnse hr^the^lfg® , coj of this order, along

ir»*

ondentj^offl and^by Speed Post, forwith paperbook be ffansmi

which, he undertakes to deposit tlfe'srcosttwitlftHe,Registry within a week.

8. Copies of this order be handed over to the Ld. Counsel for the parties.

II
(A.K.Patnaik)
Member(J)

RK7PS


