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- CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 
ALLAHABAD BENCH 

OA NO. 1196/200S 

Allahabad, this t11e l8tl1 day of Scptew bar. 2008 

BON,BLE SHRI JUS1'ICE M. VENKATESWARA REDDY. MEMBER (J) 
HON'BLE SHRI SHAILENDRA PANDEY. MEMBER (A) 

La:,ija Rain Sharma 
s/ o Late Rrun Se\vak Shai·ma 
r/o 85, Sun1air Naga.r, 
Isaitola 
~ai1si. 

(By Advocate: Shri S.Jf.Ali) 

Versus 

I. Union of Ii1dia tlu·ough 
Gei1eral Mru1age.r 
North Ce:i1tral Railway 
Allahabad. 

~. Divisional Railivay Man agar, 
N.C.R. Jhansi 

3. Deputy Chief SignaJ 
Telecomm1t1tlcation Engit1ee.r (C) 
N.C.R. (North Cent:J:al Raih,vay) 
Jbansi 

. .. 

under Divisional Railway Manager Office 
Jhansi. 

(By Advocate: Shri fl.Ranjan) 

ORDER (Oral) 

Applicant 

• 
... Respondents 

O.A.No.1196/2005 

BY JUSTICE M. VENKATESWARA REDDY, MEMBER (J): 

The applica.r1t is clajrning stepping up of 11.is pay on par ~rith llis 

junior counter parts. He submitted a written 1·epresei1t.ation dated 

07.09.2004 in this regru·d and pe.i1cling dlspo~al of tl1e said 

representation, lie approacl1ed this Tr.ibu11al. Wl'lile so, the 

1·espon<lent5-1 passed at1 order dated 2 1.01 .2008 wh.icl1 r1111s as tinder: 
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2 . Tl1e learned counsel for the respondent~, across the Bar, 

st1bm.its that the st1bseq11ent developments 111ay be t.ake11 cogni2allce 

now and tl1e Application may be clisposed of accordingly taking il1to 

account the above order dated 21. 01 .2008 also . Hence, it \Vould be 

unnecessary to dtive t11e applicant to question the order dated 

21 . 01 . 2008, whic.h came to be passed dt1ring tl1e pendency of tl1e OA. 

3. From a reading of tl1e 01·der dated 21.01.2008 it is manifestly 

evidei1t th:ks devoid of reasons. It is also evident that the 

"" representation \VAS rejected witJ1out application of mind. Therefore, in 

view of the above circ11mstances, we are of tl1e view that a detailed 

speaking order shall be made on the 1·epresentatian dated 07 .09.2004 

made by the applicant. 

4. Accordingly, this OA is disposed of \vlth a direction to the 

resµon<let1ts to dispose of the represet1tation dated 07.09.2004 of the 

applica.r1t by n1aking a speaking 01·der withi.t1 tli.ree months from the .. 

) (J11st.ice M. Venkate..~vara Reddy) 
Membel' (J) 
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