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r.PPlicant 

Respondents 

Co1.ms~l for the ap1ilicant 

Counsal for th~ res P•)nd~nts 

Hon'bl~ Mr. J1Htice 1l.L.\ Mehta, (Vice-Chairman) 

Hon'ble Mr. P.PJ, Srivastav3, l\Hmber (Af 

,. P2R HaJ:~J!l~ •.. ~~~i§..E.J:.:.J~l1~f.~I:!&~'1.Af.il. 
Heard th8 l·~arned co1Jnsel for th.a parties:~ an:! have 

perus.::d Ann1~xure .A-4, tlv~ jud gem~~nt of the Central Aci.ninistrati v·~ 

Tribunal, Chandigarh B:~nch d1l•:;i.Jed on 25.9.91 in GA No •. 1172/PB 

of 1989 (Mrs. Puramjit Kaur :~ Mrs. Nares.h Kumari V/s Union of India) 

abd th~ jud·;J~1~nt of the Ernakulam Bench in OA No. 734/92 d~c id~d 

011 ~4.5;;93. The j.udgem~nt of th·; Olandigarh B·~n.:;h h.:is specifically 

mentioned that th·~ apµlication is fil•.?d fo.r· the benefit of higher 

pay scale and ·:>n tha ba3is of the judgem~nt it w.:is •Jbserv.ad by th:? 

Tribun.:il th.3t by pers::in:3 of similarly posts, bar of limitation will 

not aris,~. In fac:;t, Articla 14 C•)a1~:3. into play a,; the judg~ment is 

a Law and it shvu!d boa api:ilied equally in f av0ur of tha similarly 

" situated persons and th1:: ra3,-·ond·~nts should not encourag~ the -... 
li tigati•Jn by giving tiv: benefit only to th·:>&~ \\\·10 hav·~ app:.i:-oach the 

court and declininJ t•:> giv 1=: b8n·~fit t.:i those \\tie; have r,c.t ai::iproachad 

th1~ c 1:>1.irt. w~ dir.a-ct th::? respond·:=nts t•) examina the mattar of tha 

applicants in th~ light of tht~ said judg•:m.~nu zrtd if th::: applicant 

\ '. are similarly '5ituat1~d p-arsonz, than the benefit of th8 judgement 

of the Chandigarh Bench and Ernakulara B1~nch Sh•)uld b1;: giv·~n tv the 

within four month~ frc1m the d .:ite of r· ac:::ipt of a coi:iy of this ord,::r • 

• 


