
CSNIRAL AWUNXSTRATIVe TRIBUNAL, PRINCIPAL
W NEW EeiHI

Q.A.N0.24Q3/94

New Delhi: May, 18,1995,

HOI^BiE MR. S,R,ADIGS, member (A).

SiBt,Sufflitra Devi,
w/o ShoratB Sifigh,
r/o P-2047, Netaji Nagar,
New Delhi,

2, Shoram ,
s/o Sh,Sunder Singh,

MS?!' AppUc„t,.
Nqi^ appealed for the applicants,

1, Union of India through
Director General,
Doordarshan,
Governoent of Inoia ,
Mandi Nduse, ne#Delhi,

2, Director,
Directorate of Estates,
Govt. of mdit, Nirwatt Bhawan,
NewDelhil ^

3, Estate Officer,
Directorate of Estates,

M^nSlhif"' • Bespondertts.'
By Shri M.K.Gupta, Advocate,,^ for respondents No,2 & 3,

\ Shri B.Lall for respondent No.l,
JlK3MEliT (CRAL)

In this application, Smt. Sumitra Devi has

prayed for coapassionate appointment consequent to

voluntary retirement of her husband Shri Shoraffi-

applicant No^ w,e,*ff 3lj3.89.

2. Applicant No.U %t.Safflitra Devi states

that her husband Shri Shoram was working as Studio

Attendant in Doordarshan w.ei^f,^4,7,59 and was to

retire on 31,3.94. She alleges that her husband

applied for premature retirement on 31,3.89 with^us.
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disclosing the facts to her becayse he was mentally

uj^et and was getting medical treatment!

3, None appeared for the applicants e¥en on

the second calll Shri B.Ull appeared for lespa^ent

No.a and Shri M,K#Ciupta fcff respondents No|2 and 3.

4. Shri B.I-all has correctly pointed out

that compassionate appointment: is admissible only

in the case wt^re the Govt, servant expires wdtile in

harness and the entire objective of granting

compassicMnate appointment is to save family

of the deceased from wbawiiing^ Applicant No,^2 had

owif""made a prayer for voluntary retirement w^ich

was accepted on 31|3|89. It appears that the

respondents by their letl^rdated 5.5.92 had infonaed

applicant Noll that her husband™applicant No|2

has retired voluntarily with all retirement bei^fits

and her request for withdrawal of resignation

was received after tlte post got filled up. The

request for withdrawal of resignation could not

be allowed and the request for coaqoassionat®

appointment could also not b® acceded to,^

5^ In the background of the relevant rules

and instructions on the subject, there appears

no legal infirmities in the respondents'letter

dfted 5i5|92 cited above and it is not pc^sltole

to grant the reliefs prayed for by applicant Ho.'l.
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6, Furtl^saore, it may be noted that e^@n
No,2

otherwise the applicant/wouid ha^® retired on

3I|3.S4 as per tS^ applicant No.l's own avement in

paragraph 4(i) of her ©.A*

7, Ur^Ser the sirsuiastancesj the prayer for

con^assionate appoint»nt , as well as prayer

for retention of Govt,quarter allotted to her

husbai¥:jfe{:plicant No|2 fails,

8, The O.A, is dismissed. Stay orders^ if anf|,

are hereby vacated! No costs!

( S.rA>I® )
J\^MB6R(A)

/ug/


