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	For the Applicant       :     Mr.M.Karim
                                            Ld.Adv.


For the Respondent    :     None 
For the P.S.C.               :     Mr.B.K.Roy

                                             Ld.Adv.

            Today, we have taken up this application of Sk.A.Haque for final hearing and order in presence of both the sides. Sk.A.Haque by filing this application has alleged that as OBC-A category candidate, he participated in the selection process for recruitment of Lecturer in Electronics and Telecommunication Engineering for Govt. Polytechnics in WBGS for which, PSC conducted the selection process. Sk.A.Haque submits that although he was successful in screening test and he was invited for final viva-voice test, he was not recommended by the P.S.C. for the said post as OBC-A category candidate. The Petitioner contends that it is really a mystery why and on what basis, even after being invited for interview and after 

Contd………………
Contd………………
being successful in such interview, he was not recommended as OBC-A category and hence, he has filed this application.
           Although, the Petitioner made State Govt. a party respondent along with P.S.C, the P.S.C.  has come forward to contest this application as the entire grievance of the Petitioner appears to be that against the Commission and for that reason, the State Respondent did not file any reply and P.S.C. by filing reply is contesting the case of the Petitioner. 
           The P.S.C., in its reply, has admitted the fact that the Petitioner was successful in the screening test and he was shortlisted for oral interview, but, in the oral interview, having regard to the minimum qualifying marks, the Petitioner as OBC-A category candidate was not found suitable for recommendation. 
           The Petitioner has filed both the rejoinder and additional rejoinder raising a question that it is not

Contd………………
Contd………………
 possible to gather from the reply of the P.S.C. what was qualifying marks required for recommendation of OBC-A category candidate and in fact, the P.S.C. has not answered the basic grievance of the Petitioner in their reply. 
             Today, fortunately, Mr.B.K.Roy along with Assistant of the Commission has produced the entire file before us for our perusal and consideration. 
              Mr.M.Karim frankly submits that the Petitioner’s grievance is very genuine and straight forward. Undoubtedly, he was successful through screening test and undoubtedly, he was invited for oral interview which was the final and last stage for selection of candidate. Mr.M.Karim submits that the Petitioner after possessing required qualification did very well in the interview and naturally, he had the natural expectation that he would be selected particularly as OBC-A category candidate. Mr.M.Karim submits that as the Petitioner was

Contd………………
Contd………………
 not given any information about the method of selection or about the minimum qualifying marks required for selection, he sought for such information through RTI Act, but, no response came from the P.S.C. 
             Mr.B.K.Roy, in reply, submits that although, through inadvertence and oversight, the Commission may not have disclosed required minimum mark, but, to over- come controversy and dispute, Commission is placing the entire file for consideration by this Tribunal in presence of both the sides. 
             We have heard and considered submission of both the sides and we find that the point for our consideration is very limited having regard to the grievance of the Petitioner. The Petitioner participated in the selection process, he was successful in the screening test, but,

Contd………………
Contd………………
 finally, his name was not recommended as OBC-A category and naturally, we must find out the reason why P.S.C. did not consider the Petitioner qualified for recommendation. 

           We come to learn from the file of P.S.C. that the P.S.C. way back in 1997, took a decision through its full Commission that for all interview for selection of OBC-A category, the qualifying marks shall be 38. The Commission submits that in the case of the applicant also the same qualifying marks is applicable and the Petitioner during interview obtained 24 marks and another OBC-A category candidate obtained 16 marks and having regard to the minimum qualifying marks already determined by the full Commission neither of the OBC-A category candidate including the Petitioner was found eligible for recommendation. 

Contd………………
Contd………………
         After considering the materials available from the file of P.S.C., we hold that the Petitioner was not recommended on the ground of not scoring the minimum required marks in interview, which was the basis for recommendation and we do not find any illegality in such action of the Commission. We, therefore, find no merit in the present application having regard to the position secured by him in the interview. The application is accordingly disposed of. 

                 Plain copy to both the sides. 
             Sd/-                                              Sd/-
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