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CENTRALADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUN.'\L
ALlAHABAD BE H: ALI.AHr\B8Q..

Ori LnsL Applic~tien N..l2~7 ef 2003.

2003,

Hen'ltle Mij Gen K.K. Srivastav_, r-A.
~n'!leMr.A.K. Sn.tn',.f. Me aer-J.

Aftalt MIDha.Khan,
5/_ Lite Navi •
R/e T-7/A, Rail ay Gel ny,
N.E. R4iilway Stati n, nahan,
Kanpur.

• •••••• Applicant.

(By Advocate : Sri K.K. Mishra)

Ve.rsus.

lkli n ef In. i.
thr.u~h General n ger,

rth Eest Railway,
Gerakh ur ,

\',.

2. Divisi naL Railway Mina,er.
_ rth East Railway,
Izatna!_r. Bareilly.

3. Senior Divisional Perso nne1 Off ieer,
rth East Railway,

Izatn ~ar, Bareilly.

• ••••• " Hesponllents.

(By AAvecate : Sri K.P. Sin h)

(By Hentitle Mij GLen K.K. Srivastava, A.M)

In this O.A•• filea unGer section 19 f

AIi. inistrative Iri unaLs Act 1985, th! applieant has

,rii yed fer sirecti n re ~nts t. pay the sa lary

fer the ,eri •• ef 04.06.1999 t. 08.06.2001.

2. r r Ievance f tte a plie.nt is th¥t in

L



-2-

of respondents dated 01.06.2001 (Annexure A-5)., the

applicant filed his representation fOllow~ by remind~r~ ~
last being dated l26.04.2002 (Annexure A-6)W\t~CWwl-or.es\1fu.M·

3. Learned counsel for the applicant submitted

that respondents ~ught to have decided the representation
~ b.rv--

of the appli cant which they have not _ o~e s.of.1:'.

4. This is a fit case to be decided at the

admission stage itself. therefore, we are rejecting the

prayer of the respondent' s counsel for grant of time

to file counter affidavi t.

5. vie have heard counsel for the parties,

perused the records. 'rhe following has been mentioned

by the respondent NO.3 in the letter d~ted 01.06.2001

(Annexure A-5).

• ~ 3fN ~~ aT*~1iRrR ~ fcfrYlffl El-~rrr.f
r=r: r.jtRT ~ iiT~TTr ;JEUT Won ill m tr Jfcffu ~
tFr~ 3fclCfi"TrT 1Ta.rr ~ ~ ~ r;

6. In view of the above, in our opinion, the interest

of justice shall better be served if direction is given

to respondent No.2 to decide the representation of the

applicant dated 26.04.2002 by a reasoned and speaking

order within specified time.

7. In the facts and circumstances of the case,

the O.A. is disposed of at the a~mission stage itself

with direction to respondent 1~.2 to decide the

representation of the applicant d~ed 26.04.2002 by a
"'-reasoned and speaking order within~pe~iod of 2 months from

the date of communication of this order.

No order as to costs •
.~

Member-J Nember-A.
Hanish/-


