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the applicant has challenged the order dated '{'Q&{
0-4-83 passed by the Director Postal Services,
Lucknow(respondent no.3) rejecting the

i representation of the applicant to fix his pay *%:
o T : from June, 1979 in conformity with his seniority. In
para=6(q) of the petition, it is mentioned that
the applicant sent a representation to the Ghairmah; J
of Postal Board, New Delhi on 30-1-86 and that ”
fg;;i there has been no response to this representation

: which was forwarded by the Fost Master General,

Uttar Pradesh.

2. In the reply filed by the respondents,
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it is conceded that the representatian". dated

¥

30-1-86 of the applicant addressed to the-Mﬂmbar;, s

| ?3- P & T Board is still pending and it has ﬁﬁt get.bgan
o e "! 'l‘.
;gﬁgs disposed of. Un the sugygestion made by fh& laarﬂaa 4

counsel for the respondents, the learned counsel

for the applicant agreed that it would be'éuffiQiff

ol A4f a directive is issued to the Ghairﬁgh, Postal ;gﬂ
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Buard P & T. New Dalhi to dispose of the

¥ rgﬁrﬁm;agi@ wiﬁ.txin -a short. ti&yl have a'
g e
'*?“ ilam af the aa}niﬂq.that it
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representation dated 30?&*&£p ﬂ_m__
within a period of 45 days fraurﬂbgff'
of this order. |

3.

shall bear their own costs.
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