IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK

W.P.(C) No. 41298 of 2021

Chinmaya Kumar Swain & e Petitioners
Ors.

Mr. S.K. Das, Advocate

Vs.
Union of India and others e Opposite parties
CORAM:
DR. JUSTICE B.R. SARANGI
ORDER
21.01.2022

Order No. This matter is {2 video conferencing mode.

01

2. The pegetio his, writ petition seeking

equivaleft scale of pay mim ible to an idenfical job under the

A R
(Ceral? overniHe against the civil

situated persons of ICPS; 1n a stipulated time.

3. In course of hearing, learned counsel for the petitioner
states that the petitioner has already made representation
before opposite party no.2 vide Annexure-10, and the same
may be directed to be disposed of within a stipulated time
taking into consideration the judgments of the apex Court in
the cases of State of Karnataka v. Umadevi, 2006(4) SCC 1,
State of Karnataka and others v. M.L.Keshari and others,
2010(I1) OLR (SC) 982 and Amarkanti Rai v. State of
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Bihar and others, (2015) 8 SCC 265, within a stipulated
time.

4. Considering the facts and circumstances of this case,
but, however, without expressing any opinion on the merits
of the case, this writ petition stands disposed of directing
opposite party no.2 to consider the representation filed by the
petitioner under Annexure-10 taking into consideration the
judgments of the apex Court in the cases of State of
Karnataka v. Umadevi, 2006(4) SCC 1, State of Karnataka
and others v. M.L.Keshari and others, 2010(I11) OLR (SC)
982 and Amarkanti Rai v. State of Bihar and others, (2015)
8 SCC 265, and pass a reasoned and speaking order as
ably within a period of three

expeditiously as pgsst

r the parties may

t the High Court’s

"‘:}” availabl

Court’s Notice No0.4587 dated 25th March, 2020, as modified
by Court’s notice no. 4798 dated 15th April, 2021, and
Court’s Office Order circulated vide Memo Nos.514 and 515
dated 7" January, 2022.

Ashok (DR. B.R. SARANGI)
JUDGE
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