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I 

Jodhpur, this the 29th April, 2013./ 

CORAM: 
I 
I 

Hon'ble Mr.Justice Kailash Chandra Joshi, Member (J) 
Hon'ble Ms. Meenakshi Hooja, Member (A)! 

i 
Rajendra Kumar S/o Shri Champa Lal aged 55 years, Val~eman in the 
Office of I/C, Out Station, MES (Army), Mount Abu, Di$trict Sirohi, 
Rio Opposite Rajendra Hotel, Rajendra Marg, Mount Abu, District 
Sirohi. . I 

Vs. 
Applicant in OA Nt·. 317/2012. 

1. Union of India through the Secretary to Govemment~ Ministry of 
Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. I 

2. Co1Jlllland.~r Works Engineer, MES, Army, Mjultan Line, 
Jodhpur. 

3. I/C Out Station, MES (Anny), JE B&R, Mount Abu, District 
Sirohi. 

1. 

2. 

. 3. 

Vs. 
Union ofindia through the Secretary to Government Ministry of 
Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. 
Commander Works Engineer, MES, Army, lultan Line, 
Jodhpur. . 

1/C Out Station, MES '(Army), JE B&R, Mount bu, District 
Sirohi. . . . I 

JR,espondents. 

I 
I 



I 
I --

. \ 
Sukha Rain S/o Shri Ganpat Ram, aged 49 Yjears, Valveman, in the 
Office of Garrison Engineer, Air Force, Jaisaimer Rio K¥chi Basti, 

Police Line, Jaisalmer . I · \ 

1. 

2. 
3. 

Applicant in OA Nb. 04/2013. 

Union of India ~ough th: ~ecretaryto tvermnent, ~irll~ o; 
Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. [ · \ ---. 
Commander Works Engineer, NIES (Air force), Jodh~ur. 
Garrison Engineer,Jv1ES (Air Force), Jaisalmer. -j · - •·. · 

R~tspondents. 

Pradeep Kumar Manghini S/o Shri Sewa Ram Manglani, ag~d 51 years, 
Valveman in the office of Garrison Engineer, Air Force, Jo1hpur Rio 4 

-----l;K~l r,-Behind:-8-hopping Centre 5, p~Jodhp -tr----!1~-·---+-----­
Appl'cant in OA Nb. 61/2013. 

I 

Vs. .\ 

1. 

2. 
3. 

Union of India through the Secretary to Govemment, jvlinistry of 

Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. - \ -
Commander Works Engineer, NIES (Air Force), Jodh~ur. 

Respondents.' 
. l 

Garrison Engineer, NIES (Air Force), J1
1 

dhpur. 1 --~-

Dev Kishan S/o Shri Kalyanji, aged 51 Year , Pipe Fitter iri the Office 
of Gan·ison Engineer, Air Force, Jodhpur ~io G 18, C~\ril Airport 

Road, Pabupura Jodhpur j,. \ 

1. 

· vs. Apgtlicant in oA N\. 6212013. 

Union of India through the Secretary t Govemment, Ministry of 

Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. \ 
2. Co~ander ~orks Enginee_r, NIES (~r Force), Jodh~ur. 

/-:-.::~:_::;-__::'-::·_~- 3. Garnson Engmeer, NIES (Air Force), Jodhpur. t 
.---<,<:'i•~' 'ti ·3;.<>':::..,.._ · · j R · spondents 

/~<:.;~~~~;~:< -~~):.:~\\ I ;./ .,_ .. ,',>;>~;::~~,j!f~ii;:>;: .. ; \\ Om Prakash S/o Shri Chhoga Ram, aged 14 Years, Pipej'itter in th 
(f [ ·' (;~~~~:~~-)- \·; -:·r:j~\ Offic~ of Garrison Engineer, ~r Force, Jodhpur Rio 10/81 Madhuba 

1\. ·- ·., ':".::;·" "f./t'; 11 : Housmg Board Colony, Basam, Jodhpur I 
( .;_-;,_;:':i'5':~_~'.(//i j · A~plicant in OA ~o. 63/2013. 
, \ c,.._ · -- ·-..0' ·- --·· .. ' ' _......_ ; ~ Vs . '- q·. ' .. '··- ./ .,- ,"-(, f ~;":'~,;(,{:~~( L Union of India through the Secretary to Government,: inistry o _ 

~~~~=--- Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. · ~-
2. Commander Works Engineer, NIES dt\.ir Force), Jodht.ur. .. · 
3. Garrison Engineer, NIES (Air Force)hodhpur. . · .... 

Ratan La! Sio Shri Moo Ia Ram, aged 54 Y lars, Pipe FitterR~sJ;,':'g~;;t ~-'­
of Garrison Engineer, Air Force, Jodhpu~ R/o Civil Air rort Roa ,' 
Pabupura, Jodhpur I 1:---- -. __ 

. Applicant in OA Ni. 64//201 . 

Vs. 

Union of India through the Secretary to Government, hinistry of 

Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. \ 
Commander Works Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodh~ur. 

- . - I 

1. 

2. 

\ 

;: 

.. 
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3. Garrison Engineer~ MES (Air Force), Jodhpur. 
R,bpondents. 

; 

Panchi S/o Shd Phefa Ram aged 59 Years, Valveman in the Office of 
Garrison Engineer, Air Force, Jodhpur Rio Behind Sharda park, Indira 
Colony, Air Force, Jodhpur l 

Applicant in OA lifo. 65/2013. 
VS~ l 

1. Union of India through the Secretary to Govemmept,! Ministry of 
Defence, Raksha Bha\van, New Delhi. i 

2. Commander Works Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodf1pur. 
3. Garrison Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodhpur. ! 

I{espondents. 
l 

Ram Lal S/o Shri Sanker Lal, aged·57 Years, Pip,e Fitter in ~he office of 
Garrison Engineer, Air Force, Jodhpur Rio Ran} Nagar, R;awati Road, 
Near Chungi Naka, Soorsagar, Jodhpur : j 

1. 

.. 2. 

Applicl\flt in OA "$o. 70/2013. 
' Vs. I 

Uni.on of India through the Secretary .to GQvernmentt Ministry of 
Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delht. • ; 
Commander Works Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodhpur . 
Garrison Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodhpur. ·-. l 

Respondents. 
l 
' . . 1 

Sohan Lal S/o Shri Ram Lal, aged 58 Years, Pipe Fitter in the Office of 
. Garrison Engineer, Air Force, Jodhpur Rio Plot No. IP2, Jawahar 
Colony, Near Sardar Club Jodhpur I 

. ' 
Applic~nt in OA No. 71/2013. 

Vs. · ! 
Union of India througl~ 

1
the Secretary .to Governm~ni!' Ministry of 

Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New DeUu. • t 
• . f . .. . 

2. Com1nander \Vorks Engineer, MES (Air ~orce ), Jocq1pur. .. :: · .. -> 

3. · GatTisonEngineer,MES (Air Force), Jodijpur. J . · · · · . 

1. 

Respondents~ · ·. · ·· ·· . . l . . ··,.><:.•:-
. Padma Ram S/o Shri Soria .Ram, aged 62 Years, retired {>ipe Fitter in ... :._ .. ' · 

-------··--···~·---·--··· .. ~--~-·-····· ....... fhe .. -O.t'fice--O£.-.. Qarrison.--.Engineer, ... Air .. ~Eorce~ .... Jodhpui .... RLo .. :~K.: .. 74~ ..... - .. ~ .. ~ ....... . 

. ' 

-) Opposite Gayatri Mandir, Devi Road, Cb.anana Bhakar, Jo{llipur 
. ·Applicant in OA No. 73/2013. 

1. 

2. 
3. 

. l ·· .. 
Vs. · · r 

Union of India through the Secretary t() Governmenl, Ministry of 
Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi.~· : · f 
Commander Works Engineer, MES (Air Force), Joc1)1pur. 
Garrison Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodhpur. ! 

fespondents. 
l 

Kaptan Singh ~/o Shri J?gdish ~ingh, aged 51 Years, Valye Man in he 
Office Of Gamson Engmeer, Atr Force, Jodhpur Rio Plo~ No. 5, Veer 
Durga Das Colony, Jodhpur • j 

Applh.;ant in OA!No. 74/2013. 
Vs. . . I 

f 

-- ·---------·------·-------------------



1. 

4" 

... Unioii.-oflridiallifough tne· s·ecrerary·to·Govemment;-Ministry· of 

Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. 1· 

Commander Works Engineer, MES (Air force),Jodhpur. . I ... 2. 
3. Garrison Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodhpur. 

. .. .. ... . ---·- . . . .. .. . . . .. Re~pJ1n9c¢!lt~.,.... .. .. . . . ... 

.Ahmed S/o Shri Gul Mohmmad, aged 65 years, retired Pipe Fitter in 
the Office of G~mison Engineer, Air Force, Jbdhpur Rio 3-B/21 Kudi 

Bhagtasani Housing Board, Jodhpur · j . 

· Applijcant in OA N.o. 85/2013. 

Vs. 
1. Union of India through the Secretary toJGovernment, Ministry of 

Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. 
2,---- ... Commander._W:o.rks..Engin.e_er,MB.S . .(Ai.tfo.r:~~),}o~~Eut:.:__ _____________ ....... __________ _ 

3. Garrison Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jol:lhpur. 
Respondents. 

Leela Ram S/o Shri Devi Dan, aged 58 Years, Pipe Fitter in the Office 
of Garrison Engmeer~ ' Aif ·Farce; Jo'dlipuc R/0 5 D/183 Kudi 

Bhagtasani, Jodhpur J I 
· , Vs. App

1
licant in OA No. 86/2013 . 

1. Union oflndia through the Secretary t Government, Ministry of 

Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. 
2. Commander Works Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jodhpur. 
3. Garrison Engineer, MES (Air Force), Jbdhpur. 

Respondents. 

1. 
Mahipal Singh s/o Shd Amar Singh, aged about 52 Yeats, RIO I . 

Quarter No. 164/3, Mes Key Personal Quarter, Sadhuwali Cantt 

Sriganganagar, (Raj), I 
Jagdish Rai Swami s/0 Sh. Gopi Ran~ aged About 48 Years, Rio 
Ward No. 10, Near ~ Govt. School No 9, Purani Abadi, 

Sriganganagar, (Raj), 
Vijai Kumar S/o Shri Joginder Pal aged about 48 Years, Rl 

•• . ·. 

House No 23, Gali No 1, Shiv ColonY!!' SSB Road, Sriganganaga 

Rajasthan. 
Om Prakash S/o Shri Hari Chand ag~d about 49 Years, Rio 9lr 
3rd Block, Old Abadi, Sriganganagar, (Raj,), 
(All the applicants are presently w9 king on the post of Pipe~T 
Fitter in the office of Garrisson Engxer, Sriganganagar) . t..-

1. 

2. 
3. 
4. 

V~pllicants in OA No. 95/201 

Union of India through the Secre ary, Ministry .of Defenc , 

Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. 
ChiefEngineer, Western Command, Chandi Mandir. 
The Commander Works Engineer, Sri Ganganagar, Rajasthan. 

The Garrison Engineer, Sri GanganJgar. 
I Responden s. 

I 
I 

I 

I 
i 

.. 
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1. Laxmi Devi Widow of Shri Mohan Lal aged 50 Years. 
2. Kishan Lal S/o Shri Mohan Lal, aged 17 years, Minor, through 

her legal guardian -His Mother Laxmi Devi, Applicant No. 1. 
3. Kalu Ram S/o Shri Mohan Lal, Aged 21 Years, 

1. 

2. 
3. 

All applicants are residents of Near Railway Colony, Polaan, 
District Jaisalmer. 

Applicants in OA No. 423/2012. 
v:s. 

Union of India through the Secretary to Government, Ministry of 
Defence, Raksha Bhawan, New Delhi. 
Commander Works Engineer, MES, Army (P), Banar, Jodhpur. 
Garrison Engineer, MES (Army), Jaisalmer. 

Respondents. 

M. Vijay Mehta, Advocate, for applicants except in OA No. 95/2013. 
Mr. S.K. Malik, Advocate for applicants in OA No. 95/2013 . .. 

/Jif Mr.D.S. Sodha proxy for Mr.. Kuldeep Mathur, Advocate, for 
respondents except in OA Nos. 04/2013, 95/2013 with MA 49/2013 & 
423/2012 with MA 203/12. 
Ms. K. Praveen, Advocate, for respondents through Memo of 
Appearance. 

ORDER( Oral) 
[PER K.C.JOSHI, JUDICIAL MEMBER] 

All these 16 Applications contain similar controversy to be 

adjudicated by this Tribunal and as the facts and the relief prayed ~?F- ;; · 
·, 

by the applicants are common therefore, all are being disposed of by ·· ·· , · 

this common order. 

OA NO. 317/2012 
~- -~~ ---- -~-- _________ _,_. -- .. ·------~-~-- -~· _, -~----------~ ---~ ---- ·-------·---------------~- ... ----- --~- -- --

2. In OA No. 317/2012 it has been averred by the applicant Shri 

Rajendra Kumar that he was appointed on the post of Valveman on 

9.1.1980 but, was paid salary in Semi-skilled pay scale of Rs. 210-4-

290 though he should have been paid salary in pay scale of Rs. 260-400 

as revised from time to time:·Hehas therefore sought the relief to direct 

the respondents to pay him salary in the pay scale of Rs. 260-400 /900-
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t 500-Md as -further-revised--from tirmoto -,e- trom·the--date-of his---- -

appointment on the post of Valveman and consequently revise his 

fixation with all c_onsequential benefits. 

OA NO. 318/2012 

3. · In this OA it bas been averred by the a~plicant Shri Prahlad Das · 

that he was promoted on the post of Valveman in 1988 b1,1t was paid 

. - - -----·-----·---------------------------~~----------.--: -~-.. "··-·---·--------·--.. -·----· 
salary in semi skilled pay scale and he has also prayed for the same 

reliefs as above. 

•-
OA NO. 04/2013 

4. In this O.A., the applicant Sukha Ram has averred that he was 

promoted as Valveman but was paid salary i Semi-skilled pay scale 

and has, therefore, prayed for the same reliefs as above. 

OA NO. 61/2013 ·to OA No. 65/2013, 0, No.70/2013, OA No. 
71/2013, OA No. 74/2013, OA No. 86/2013 ~ 95/20131 

5. The applicants of these OAs have a' so prayed for the same 

reliefs and further to direct the respondents o pay them salary in the 

pay scale of Rs. 260-400/950-1500/3050-~5 0 as h~s been prayed in 

the similar OAs. 

6. The applicants Mahipal Singh and thre others have filed a joint 

OA for the reason that they have come lgainst the sa~e- reliefs, 

therefore, they are allowed to join in one O.A. 

i 
" I 

I 



! . . 

-----·--·-----·-··--
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OA NO. 73/2013 & OA No. 85/2013. 

7. The applicant Padma Ram and Ahmed, in addition to the 

aforesaid reliefs have prayed that since they have been retired, they 

may be first fixed in the pay scale ofRs. 260-400 I 950-1~00 I 3050-
l 
' 4500 and further as revised from time to time from the date of their . ! 
I 

promotion to the post of Valveman and consequently to I revise their 
: I . 

' i 
pay fixation with all consequential benefits; and after sue~ refixation, 

I 
also refix the pension, gratuity and other retrial benefits. 1fe applicant 

I . . I 
of OA NO.· 7312013 has further prayed that the order Annef'A/1 which 

i 
I 

says that suo moto benefits on the basis of a judgment ini a particular 
1 

case, cannot be granted to him, be also quashed. 

' recalculate the salary of her husband in the pay. scale of Rs. 260-400 I 
• _: ! 

900-1500 (RPS) from the date of his promotion to 0-e post of 
j 

Valveman and revise his fixation and family pensiop with all 
l ------'--------------- ---···--·--·-~· -("- . - .. 

consequential benefits. 
; 

9. It is noted that in OA No. 42312012 with MA No\. 203/2012, 
. l 

respondents have filed their reply, but in rest of the other c~ses reply is 
l 
' 

.~ti!I.~.'Y..~.~~~: ~ig~~_t_he cgl_ltr(?.y~:r~y_inyqlyed in aJ1the.OAs fs.common, 

therefore, in other matters right to file reply is closed and1the matters 

were heard on the basis ofthe reply filed in OA ~o. 423/20p. 
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-- .. __ ,. _______ , ---- ... ---·- .. . ··---- --·-------.. ~--- -- ··-·--~ ···----~- -- ----- -· --- --·-·-······ 

10. It has been brought to our notice rt several sjmilarly 

situated im:umben~. _ltave . c!J!l!leJlE_ed_ tit~. 

1
'!!!1~ is~e __ ]J1 __ f[liJ!g_ ........ __ _ __ 

different Original Applications before this Bench of the 1ribunal 

and the Tribunal, in Zahoor Mohammed vl Union of lnlm. and 

I 
Ors. {OA No. 291/2012) which was decided on the basis tf Gepa 

I 
Ram and Drs. Vs. Union of India and Drs. (OA No. 25r2001), 

.. ··---directed the respondents that the applicants s m:ild be fixer in the- -------. 

. I 
pay scale ofRs. 950-1500 from the date ofth ir initial appo!intmerit 

with all consequential benefits~· Hen'ble the Supreme Cott als·o_ . 
. I 

~..1 : , _..c:: 
dismissed the appeal [S.L.P. No. 1475/2004 led by the Urion of ~~-

India and Anr. Vs. Gepa Ram Valveman & Drs.] vide its order 
- . ;· I-

h . I 
dated 16

1 
June, 2011, therefore,· Mr. Vijay Mehta, cou¥sel for 

' 

applic~ts, prays that in view of the pron~'"jcement by ,e Apex 

Court m Gepa Ram's (supra) case, the ~s~ant OAs be pllowed 

with costs. 

11. It is gathered from the, fucts . that th~ _recruitment/ of t~e 
applicants are governed by the Military · Enkmeen:ng (Industnal . . . I 
Class ill & IV Posts) Recruitment Rules, 1971 and after pro~otion, 

. . ' 

they had been discharging the duties of a skilleo pos!, Wher~as, they 

I 

I 
were being paid the pay scale of semi skilled. 

12. The respondents were required to suo moto extend th, similar 

benefits to all other Valvemen in view of the older of this TnbunaL 

I I 
passed in OA No. 170/2002 on 9.12.2002 wHich the resp~ndents 

challenged befure- the Rajasthan High Coj and the kon'ble 

t 
' 
I 

Supreme Court and the same was rejected. 

: 
'>, 
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13. The learned counsel for respondents primarily opposed the 

applications on the ground of delay and prayed that the OAs be 

dismissed as the applicants have approached this Tribunal beyond 

the prescribed period of limitation under the Act. Howeverf in view 

' 
of the decisions of this Tribunal on the . issue which h~ve been . l 
maintained up to the level of Apex Court, it appears that it was the 

I 
! 

duty of the respondents to grant such benefits at the thres~-hold to 
! 
I 

these applicants too, automatically in view of tre verdict ~iven on 
. ! 

the issue, and only due to abandon precaution, these MAs ~ave been 
,.-

moved. The learned counsel for applicants has vehementlpt argued 
i 

Gupta Vs. Union of India and Others has held "where e!I\Ployee's 
J 
l 

grievance was that his fixatio:q, of initial pay was not in acfordance 

with the Rules, the assertion being .of continuing wrong the ;question 
. ' ! 

i 

of limitation would not arise. Accordingly, the MAs l'N"o. 160, 
I 
' 

161/2012, 32/2013, 33/2013, 34/2013, 36/2013 37/2013, ~1/2013~ . ,• 
-····-··---------------~-------..---...-----~---·------~~---------. --:--~-···-·i·• .. 

42/2013 43/2013, 45/2013, 46/2013, 203/2012 and 49/20,13 ·are, 
; 

therefore, accepted and delay in filing these applic*ions 1s 

condoned. 

i 

·· -j4~-.. ·The· respon'dents have ·pleaded in their reply fhat the 

applicants were granted financial upgradations at the ap~ropriate 

' 
.. ____ .. . ... _timeas_peo~ules._.As regards_the.claim to the:post.ofValve1pen,-itis .. 

\ 
1 



lflg·, __ -·· 10 
~ 

'' -•-~- "•••N>.-•••·-~--------•·-.->'-•-'•"•••~·--···~--- -· ·-------~ •••--••••'''' '' _;, ·--·-••-••-•-

con.tended that the Recruitment Ru!~ of Va~vemen are. )'et. to be 

rev1sed by the Government of Ind1a and no promot10n m the · . .. .... ... .. ........ : .............................................. ·i·· ....... ._ ............. _., .... ---;---·------ .. ., .................... ··---- .. .. 
category of v alvemen has been made .. 0 r by the retpon.dent 

department and as and when the Recrmtme t Rules · are :!jinahzed, 
i 

the case of the instant applicants will also be consider~d. The 
i 

applicants were promoted to the post of Val lenren from tht post of 

...... ----Ghowkidar-and--Mazdoor-respeetively-ancl-asfen·Reeruitmeit-R:ules·-·.--~-­

of 1971, the post of Valvemen was a class tv industrial. ~ost and 

they have rightly been granted the .. Pay sc1e. because· 4y were 

never recruited in the skilled-category; .asl claimed.· It 1as been · 

argued by the counsel for respondent J department that the 

respondents have already• sought ·clarificahon' I instruc,ons for 

makinl} payment to. the applicants equal td the similarly i situated 

awaited. · · · ' \ I 
I 
f 

15. We have heard the lem;nf<l counsel rresenting botlj the parties 

and perused the records. It appears that the rntrovers~ in~~lved .in thiJ 

matter has already been set at rest and no further•scrutmy !S\requtred J 
! 

view of the decision in Gepa Rant's case. 

! 
16. It appears that similarly situated: -persons, who w~re Skilled 

Trades Electrici~, F.G.~., Plumber etc. Jve been gr\mt,pro~otiol 
to the post of Highly Skilled .and M.C.M. jhereas, the ~p,cants.havl 
not been granted any promohon although tltey aJ!e working bn the po~t 
from 1983 and 1995 respectively. The· co~ntiol\ of the co~sel for the 

respondents that the. Rules are under conJidera~ion, is nd ground t 
' - t 

~T t 

l 
\) 

... 
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deprive the :applicants for unlimited period from the Sa)J).e promotion 

which they have provided to the similarly situated other p~rsons. In the 
· . . : ·, -~ , 

I 
. I . 

absence of~any Rules; the Department can pn;>mote, therfu even on ad . -. ... • ... ·· ·.. .· F . ·J . 

·b99 _1,1asis ()r by' w~y of othe.r tile~ns but, by s}~pl)r saying that fhuning 

"~(~~~"ifer,~qqm~~nJ m DR :f~ to, 4"!C4J. ~em from 
· ... g¢ftifl:g llieh'legititha,tepay.• ·' 

·_ ·-: -~' ~- --~ ... :;:: '_ . ..;,;: . -~- ~ ·., ... 
I ·.• 

i '! 
'·I . : . . ·. i ·I 

_.-· ·17- ~: In vie'Y.Pf th~. facts ~ism1s~ed a~?ve~ ~~; ab~ye oHs are allow(ld 

·.·.·:,:~~:~~t:ti.::~: :r~~:3~:3r:} :::: 
·· -::~p~lic~ts the pciy s.cale ,of ·Rs. 95QH~OO )from, the, ;date of their 

_; ·, • "~ . . _;. _:.. ! '; I i 
. . - I . 

: . ::::app()in~fuent as ~~lv,~men, . on notional 'basi~ •. with, .. ~n ~~consequential 
".· __ ... _ . . >·. ' , ·. . . :- , : . - · .. ·J ... 

'· btmefi~s. Howeve~; the arrears. on acco_ilii~ of fixation s~·wll ,be payable 
- ,. . ·- ' ' ... ' . - ' ; '! . 

~ -. ' ~ - : ' 

· · .ortlyJor a period from three years prior to the filing of the present O.As .- . -. __ , . - . . . . . .. : ' . '! 
. · .;~y &t:!:~e,sp~ctive, appl;icant~~ ~!~.(.:e _the,.}·PRlicfts pf Of} ro. 73 and 85 

. ~f2~9 ~ye ~~ey:bee# lei(req, tho ~~po~~ent~rO)li after, atriving 

I 
!-----

. ' . :'at :tJi~:._co~¢ct pay)'fi)\ation,: r~vise lheil' pebsio~ ac99rdiitgly and issue a 
·>::"':·----~:~~-<.;~:::: . ::. "'·.- _'c.:n .;::p 'l , ... 

"' ·- · fr~$h P.PO. Further, -consequent tq the above dire'ctions, the L.Rs of 
.... _ . . ~- :- __ -.. -- -- _ .- :· J _ : ~ _ · -r : - --l J ;_ i 

COJ\IIP ARED 8{ :·: . --~- ·: Lat~:-8]jfi: Mohal)._: L~l, (applicantil in ok 1;io·. _ 423!20)12) would -be _ 

~~c-. -·- ··.·~!:!~~~:1~~;I:: :~:~:nm~i,:!f~*fF:::: fuw: .. 
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