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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 3455/2017

PRAMOD KUMAR & ORS ..... Petitioner
Through Mr. K.K.Sharma with Mr. Sameer

Khan, Advocates

versus

UNION OF INDIA & ORS ..... Respondents
Through Mrs. Bharathi Raju, CGSC for

respondent Nos. 1 to 4

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR CHAWLA

O R D E R
% 24.04.2017

CM No. 15118/2017 (Exemption)

Exemption allowed, subject to all just exceptions.

Application stands disposed of.

W.P.(C) 3455/2017

After some hearing, learned counsel for the petitioner submits

that at this stage he would be satisfied, if the present writ petition is

treated as representation and the respondents examine the contentions

raised and give a reply. It is noticed that the petitioners are eight in

number and the facts relating to date of appointment etc. are distinct.

The primary grievance of the petitioners is that they have given a

lower pay scale in comparison to others, who are identically situated.

In view of the statement made, it is directed that the writ



petition would be treated as a representation, which shall be examined

by the respondents and written response will be given within a period

of three months from today. In case, the petitioners are still aggrieved,

it will be open to the petitioners’ to challenge such order(s), inter-alia,

with the grievance raised in the present writ petition.

The writ petition is disposed of accordingly.

SANJIV KHANNA, J

ANIL KUMAR CHAWLA, J
APRIL 24, 2017
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