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IN THE CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL BENCH AT 

Oatm of Order: 9.3.95. 

D • .o,.No.95/95. -------;"'·-------

B.S.Malhotra .... Applicant. 

VERSUS. 

Union of India & Ors. 

' .M£. F.C.Sharma-Counsel f6r tha Applicant. 

em~ r~r~: 

Hon'bl~EJ ~1s. Usha (' 
.::~(En- Admin~strativ~ Mrnmbar. 

BY THE COURT : 

·, 
The applicant rstirad w.e.f. 1.3.90 whil~ 

' 1working as beputy Divisional Engine~r, Telegraph, 

Jodhpur. The gril!.'lvanca!l of the applicant· is that the 

Efficiency Bar· enfor~~d against him with effsct 

from 10th Jun~,1985 while hs was working as Dy. 

Divisional Engineer,_Tel~graph, was wrong, irregular 

and against the rmlavant rul~s. An app®al against the 

anforc13ment of the Efficimncy Bar lJSS macla -~y thm 

' ' 

applicant on 23.3.1987~ The appeal was rmjmct~d by 

the lettsr datmd 4~3.94 at AnnuxuTe A/1. This lEtt~r 

merely statas that ths roprusentation of the applicmt 
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had been considermd, but was not accedwd to. The 

obj!'lction of the applicant is that thiit r!l!pr:es::mtation 

has bmBn rejected without assioning any reasons. H~ 

f~ars that th~ points he had rais~d in his repros~nta-

tion have not bAen consid~red. 

2- In thu interest of Aquity, I consider that no 

prejudic8 would be ~ caused i~ th~ r:Bspond~nts ar~ 

dir:act~d to give a det~iled reply with reasons covering 

every point that may be raised by the applicant in a 

fr~Jsll roprrtsE?ntaticH1 which he may now makrJ to the 

r~spondents. The applicant may make such a r~pr8ssnta-

tion and the r~spondonts ore herGby directed to giv~ 

a roply as afor~ssid within a pariod of 45 days from 
-~ 
, c:o-v-t'_,-..,'-A..-·d 

th:: rvcoipt of thD nJpr~~.ssntatirJn cs'F ... ,..-r_n±flg all the 

points that may be urged in the representation. A 

copy of ths n.A. may ba sunt tb the r~spondonts along-

with a copy elf this order. tJith this ortj~n theii D.A. 

is disposed of at the admission stage. 

L,Lj, ,.( 
( USHi:l, SEN ) 
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