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THE HIGHEST ADMINISTRATIVE COURT 

 
 

CONTENTIOUS BUSINESS 
 
 

COPY AND PRODUCED 
 

 
 
 
For : Mrs Florence JARRIER 
 
Against : MINISTRY OF DEFENSE 
 
 

Remarks 
To n°280 376 request 
----------------------------- 

 
 
If, after breaking the previous judgement on account of forms, the highest 
administrative Court would state, the plaintiff justifies that, though the Ministry of 
Defense allegations, her mental health is perfect, as the national witness expert Doctor 
BORNSTEIN says in his report.  
 
 
Too, the Personnel Director was not able to give a decision on medical grounds and to 
dismiss Mrs JARRIER according to article 45, decree n°96-442, March 14th 1986 dated, 
without the ministry medical committee agreement.  
 
 
On those grounds, the plaintiff persists in her previous requests, with all consequences 
and rights. 
 
 
Produced 
Report from Doctor BORNSTEIN 
on July 29th 2004 
 
 
 
 

Attorney entitled to the Highest Administrative Court 
 
 
 

 



This memorandum has been transmitted on February, 2nd 2007 



Judges didn’t take in account the February 2nd 2007 
remarks dealing with the main, grounds which is 
perfectly discriminatory. 



 
 

L’avocat a établi 3 écritures. La haute Cour n’en fait état que de 2 
seulement, faisant abstraction du mémoire en duplique et de 
reproduction du 2 février 2007. Contrairement  à l’usage, le 

Conseil d’Etat statue dans le même arrêt sur le fond. 

Why the "good justice managing” required to 
judge on the main grounds on the same day 

which means Mrs Jarrier can’t assert her rights ? 

The Highest 
Administrative 
Court admit that 
the Appeal Cour 
was wrong not to 
examine my 

request. 


