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IN THE ('El'lTF:AL AD"!111HHS~RA'I'I,VE TRIBUtlAL I JAIPUR BENCH I ,JAIPUR 

09.08.~0(10 

OA N-:..153/99 

j Mrs. Shai l Bala :=.h.?rm:l Wife .:,f Dr. Arvind Sharma, p.:.st;;d as 

Labor3tory Technician, F&T Dispensary, ~ota. I 

"'; •• Applicant 

Versus 

l. Union of India through the 2ecretary, Department of 

Posta, Ministry of Communic~tions, New Delhi. 

2. Th~ Chief Postmaster General, Ajmer. 

? -· . The Sanior Superintendent of Post Offices, ~eta. ... 
ki 

Mrs. Namita Parihar, counsel for the applicant. 

Me. Hemant Gurc•ta, Proxy .::.::.unsel t.:. Mr. M.P.afiq, .:::oun2'el f.:.r 

0 
CORAM: 

Hon 1 ble Mr. S~~.Agarwal, Judici~l M~mber 

Hon 1 ble Mr. N.P.N~w~ni, Administrative Member 

ORDER 

Per Hon 1 ble Mr. S.Y.Agarwal, Judicial Member 

APt=·li·::ant, Smt. Shailbala Sharma, ha.=: fila.:l this 

w,e,f. 1.1.1996 with all consequential benefits and to direct 

the respondents to make ~a7ment of arrears accordingl7 

treating the applicant as Technician with graduate in sc1ence 

prescribed in item ~~II(b) of the Fifth Pay Commi2sion report. 
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admission. 

4. The learned counsel fer the aprlic~nt has submitted 

Union of India and ora. She eubmits th3t the matter is 

5. We have also heard the learned counael for the 

respondente who admita that th~ caae of the applicant is 

on 16.7.1998. 

6. 

applicant b7 the impugned action of the reepondents is 

an opportunit7 of hearing tc the applicant or serving a show-

~cause notice to mate a representation thereon. 
""" 

7. The Oriqinal 

accordingly with no order as to cuata. 

A~-
(N.P.NAWANI) 

di.=pus~d 

Adm. Member Judl.Member 

of 


