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CENTRAL AOniNlSTRATIUE TRIBUNAL PRINCIPAL BENCH

IN

GVA?Rofl 16^/95 y;
Neu Delhi: this the day of nay'?200Ci
HON^BLE WRvS^R'^AOIGEfVICE CHAIRP1AN (A)!^
RON »BLE RR^'KULDIP . SINGH^'Fl ETIBER^)
Shri-Narain Singl^
s/o Late Shri Hani Ram^
Vill^irjapurf
Post .-Aduki'i - _
Distt'jTlathura (up) .^V^i^i^Applicantj?

(By Advocate: Shri' DV'NvSbaOTa)

Lt^General S^'K^-Bhatnagar'^'
Qaster General of Drdnp.n'tP'^
Army Headquarters''^' OHB'V'
Post Offic^^
New pelhi^i ';^.^.'.>^Contemnor/
(By Advrocate: Shri Ov'S.nahendru ) Respondents^^

Heard both sides on C,PVNo^il33i/98 alleging
contumacious non-compliance of the Tribunalf's order

^  dated 2^8^i^96 in OA Nofll 65/951
2;^ By that order^ respondents were directed to
hav/e tte case of applicant's son considered by the

competent authority for grant of compassionate appointment

in the light of the obserx/ations contained in that

order and to extend to him the benefit of compassionate

appointment if he was found eligible and suitablerf

3i? Respondents in their reply state that because
(f tapplicant is belou High Sushool ^ he could be considered

only fbr a Group =*0' po st«l They state further that
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because of the extremely limited number of v/acancies

available in Group'O cant uas put on the

waiting list and as and when a vacancy became

a bailable he was considered^ In their rf piy dated

22^12^^99 respondents also refer to para 5 of policy

instructions dated 3Dtl7!l99 (copy taken on record)

according to which a candidate can be considered

for appointment only 3 times^ They state that as

applicant was considered ftar appoinlment 3 times by a

Board of Officers but could not be appointed he is

not eligible for any further consicPration for

compassionate appointment^

Applicant in his rejoinder has contended

that th ei^e are several o ther vacancies avvailable

in other unit^ ad verti sanen ts of which have b^n

published from time to time and he could be considered

against any one of those vacancied^

5^1 In the light of the foregoing discussion^

it cannot be said that respondents have contunaciously

disobeyed the Tribunal 's order^ Ue drop the GP

leaving it open to applicant to seek such other

remedies as are available to him in accordance with lauf|

Notices are dischargedfj

oCtQi_,
( KULDIP s'iNGH ) ( ̂.R^ADIGE /

l!CnBER(3) yicE CHAIRHANCa)
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