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etllTR»L «BHIIIIST»ATl« TRIBUNAL. 3ABALPW RfMrn. 3ah«LWIp

Bgiointtl-AppUeation Mo. 491 nf gOQB

DabalptiTy this tNi 20th day of February^ 2004

Hon*bl0 Shrl n»P« Singh, Vice Chairman
Hon*b2e Shri G* Shanthappay Judicial nember

Mira Lai Yadav^ Son of Late
^ktil Pd« YadaVf Working as
JiC in d^n Carriage Factory»
Oabalptirt • • • Applicant

(By Advocate - Shri S.P. Tripathi)

Kf ̂  9

U Union of India) Thxoygh
secretary) Rinistry of Defence)
Sough Block) Nau Delhi^llOOn,

2. The Director General of Ordinance
Factories) Rin* of Defence)
Ordnance Factory Board) 10-A)
Auckland Road) Calcutta-700 001»

3. The General Ranager) Gun
Carriage Factory) Dabalpur*

4. Principal Controller of
Accounts (Fys.)) lO-A, Auckland
Road) Calcutta 700 001, ResPondentft

(By Adwjcate - shri S.C. Sharma through Shri Harshit Phtel)

6 R R

By R>P»'Sinflh«^ Vice Chairman -

By filing this Original Application the applicant

has claimed the follouing main reliefs :

"(a) to quash the impugned Factory Order Part II
No« 1968 dated 23«6«98) Anr»xed as A-1 • and order
dt* 5*11 *99 Annexed as A*-12.

(b) to direct the respondent No* 3 to restore the
basic pay of the applicant at Rs* 4800/- as
existed on 1.7.1998 as par pay slip of 3ul 1998
annexed as A-4*

(c) to direct the respondent No* 3 to grant annual
increment of Rs* 100/- uhich fell due on 1»8*96*

(d) to direct the respondent to pay the anount
aliready recoyered by way of reduction in basic
^y as a result of their impugned Factory Order



# 2 ♦

2« Heard the learned cauneel far ttie applicant and the

respondents*

3% The learned counsel for the respondents states that

the respondents have passed fresh orderst whereby the pay
of the applicant which was reduced by the orders under

challenge has been restored* Thaxefore the relief^ claieed

by the applicant has teen granted by the respondents*
u  it has bsTOme infructuousHence the OA does not surwive^Jand is Uabls to be dismis^

as infructuous*

4* In view of the aforesaid submission of the learred

counsel for the respondents, we find that the re lie fp

claimed by the applicant has been granted by the respon
dents and the OA has become infructuous* Accordingly, the
Original Application is dismissed as infructuous* However,
the appUcant is granted liberty to approach this Tribunal

if he still feels aggrieved and so advised* No costs*

((^ Shanthappa)
~ ̂ cial Member (n.P* Singh)

Vice Chairman
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