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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
KOLKATA BENCH 

KOLKATA

•?

Date of order: 14.11.2019O.A.350/1175/2019

: HonTole Dr. NanditaChatterjee, Administrative MemberPresent

Shri Partha Saha,
Son of late Paritosh Saha, aged about 55
years, residin:g%4?Qongfess para, 

Jalpaiftei,
/A

Working as Sub-Divip

-»:• • •

* BSJ\ i.forimL
hgineer,al
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, Reshi Bazar,

fce through
Pbf Water ||j|sodices

Secretary. C^ehtralrMatejfComlhission, 
n^Nt5f3l3,-|@), SewdBha^fan, R. K.

J*s,

Tadong, Gangtok, Pin- 737 102.

Respondents.

For the Applicant Mr. A. K. Manna, Counsel

For the Respondents None
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ORDER (Oral)T

Per Dr. NanditaChatteriee> Administrative Member;

The applicant has approached this Tribunal under Section 19 

of the Administrative Tribunals Act, 1985 praying for the following

relief:-

-(a) An order holding^at^deniai;ofto the applicant, on the 
basis of below^b:dnchinarl^md|Sg# §.015-16^made in the impugned 
decision/Iptt^f datedSof -
is.liable t©v6e^u^nS/4Jt aside.

# ■ t c"" S. HI
if 1Ta

11iSC^qCSH i019

. t

order |F%i% r^pndent autho-pilfs-tf take
fo'l^^^ntiihg 1 the applicant wijh all

S?

faecessary
feonsequentia^efiSS|s

% #■ ~ ^ %.

stens
t

J?C%
%1

% i*1 jai -Tte-F

(e) % Anfordef^irectihg^die respondent^mfhoriti^s%DO. jSuseJptoduction 
of rejeyant^dpcuments^

^ •
11- J « ' J-%;5i k.

% %■s.%
Any offigg: or^Nea farther order^<ad^ asjjifis-HonTDle Tribunal 

may deem fit a^tetoper.”'*'"4'".. ....... . •- '
(f)

'"!ia3assii* jwi

TSEK-'' ■

Heard Ld. Counsel appearing on behalf of the applicant.2.

Affidavit of service is taken on record; examined documents as

contained in the Original Application.

The submissions of the applicant are that he had joined as a3.

Junior Engineer with the respondent authorities, and promoted
>

subsequently as Sub-Divisional Engineer. The applicant was
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granted his first ACP-w.e.f. 9.8.99 and became eligible for the grant 

of 3rd MACPS after completion of 30 years of service, that is, w.e.f.

7.9.2017. The 3rd MACPS, however, was denied to him on the

alleged ground of below bench mark grading of “Good” during the 

year 2015-2016. The applicant had represented on 30.10.2018 and 

10.12.2018 praying for grant of 3rd MACPS, but, the respondent

authorities, vide their communication dated 19.2.2019 (Annexure
v-t

jr

A-4 to the O.A.),,r.ejectid„his|cd^r#-(^: the gfb^nd of grade below
V.ip*.

bench .mark^h^^giitaiit, thereafter, ffepr^^^tedonce again on 
25.5.201# (^feAre for^fcot^feration of

his the J

it- Hi m I|Ld.fepunsel O. AJf ObP&TI ' ' '|| Jl. 1
datfd .^'I0,20mv^ipei^^^^^fe^aj§lines ^ggp

’• Jf? •
iss\|fed ‘f^arding M^^edgJ&^iKd|^^^^^pression ^^emi; for 
the IcSr^l Governn^i^JiviMaJi1 Ld. Cou^^ would

furth^ urgeJfl^Lt^^^^e app^^if' is S^ered My the

\ f#
consolidated fefideMnes^as contained in JBmce ..Iromorand^fm dated 

22.10.2019||;|he'’%i|ay

representation tb^he respondent_gpthi©mies ,^rfinexing the said 

Office Memorandum in his H

■■peen
if- •j

$ «?£**“

a comprehensive
&w’

Accordingly, I allow the applicant concerned to prefer a 

comprehensive representation to the respondent authorities citing 

relevant Office Memorandum as well as judicial decisions, if any, in 

his support, within a period of three weeks from the date of receipt 

of a copy of this order. The said competent respondent authority, 

upon receipt of such representation, shall, examine the

4.
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representation in accordance with law, and issue a speaking order 

within a further period of 8 weeks thereafter, and convey such

decision to the applicant forthwith thereupon.

Needless to say, I have not entered into the merits of the

matter and the respondent authorities are at liberty to decide on the

issues raised by the applicant in accordance with law.

With these directions, thg O.A. .is disposed of. No costs.
$ 'ft IS*” lS*J £gg
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