
· 1 

' 

) • 

• 

• 

.. 
( 

. 
• 

I 

o. d 1 1849/94 

1B/3it9 
Ho n.;-o:- • .; . Ody 1.11, A. t.1. 
tlQ.lli~'- -~~~· rA raw al. J ·•"" · 
.:;ri R . K. Pandey for tile applicant. ~ri Pra-

shant J\1athur for the respondents. After passing 

the abov2 ~&ner .,1 or de1·, ;;)ri R.K. Pandey, learr.ed 

coun:;.el for the applicant rnent'ions that the appli-
• 

c e1tion had beer. fil ed for g etting retirement bene-

fit, liki: settlement d ues ,pentiion gratuity and other 
allowances for _,hi ch the peti tic ner was entitled 

under the la"' and a l so for fixation of pay s cale 
in the revis~ j PdY SCdle ~ .1660-2660 w. u.f .Ol.J.93. 
Lec:trned coun tiel for t.he applicant submit& thdt all 
the reliefs have been allowed by the re~ponaents 
to the JppJ.icunt und thu~, th& CJ.I'\. ha~ becqne 

inf.r uct uo us. Hence, t ·h e CJ. I'\. i ~ di ~mi~ seJ as 
becQ:ue infr uct uous. 
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Q . Or 1849/94 

Hon.Mr. ~. Dayal, A.M. 
Hon.Ilg', ~. K, tRr awal, J .,\1 , 
.:>ri R,K. Pandey for the applicant. ~ri Pra­

shant Mathur for the respondents. After passing 

• 

the above general order, ~i R.K. Pandey, learned 

counsel for the applicant mentions that the appli­

cation had been filed for getting retirement bene­
fit, like settlement dues,pension gratuity and othei;­

allowances far •hich the petitioner was eni:itled 

under the law and also for fixation of pay scale 
in the revise d pay scale Rs.1600-2660 w.e.f.Ol.3. 93. 
Learned counsel for the applicant submits that all 

the reliefs have been allowed by the re~pondents 

to the dpplicdnt and thu~, the U.A. ha~ becQne 
infructuous. Hence, the U.A. is dismissed as 
becQne infr uct uous. 
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