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m THE CENTftrtL /mmrSltinTISlB TFiIBUM^L
FHIfC:iPAL BENCH

0 .A . M® . 1494/94

Mew J®lhi, dated the 2?th >c«mber, 1994

COrlAM

H®n'ble Sj^t .Lakshrai Ŝwamindthan, Member (J)

Sat .Uaa Sharma,
Iste 3hri S.K.Sharaa,
i«.E R©uS» ,HV«nue
Near Mint® Bridge,

Nsw Delhi

f\pplicant

(By rtdv»cate Mrs, Sarla Chaadra )

V/s

1. yniisn ®f India thr«u§h
Dir®ct»r, Gtverriwjent •£ India,
Press, Mint® H®ab,

0®lhi-ii0002

2. Manager, G®vt.®f India
Press Mint® R®ad,
r>^w Delhi

3« Estate Officer,
Gevt .«f India Press
Mint® H«ad, Mew Delhi

ftesfsnaents

(iy A'ivtcate Shri M*K. Gupta )

0F1DER(Q^^^L)

{H»n*ble Smt» Lakshmi Swaminathan, Member (J)

The applicant wh« ©f late

Shri S .K,. Sharma, wh© was ¥^®rking as Lin®. Cperatsr in

the Gowrnment «f India, Press, Delhi is aggeleven by*

the ®resr -dated 30".6-i994(Ann-VIII) issutfi by the

r#s®®ni«nts rejecting her request th«.t htr s#n,

Shri Sandeep Sharma be given an empl®yra#nt ®n

c#>npassienat@ graunds .
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2. The ipplic-nt claims that the re5p®n<i«»its

are tetally wreng an«l incerrect in helping that the

wiijlew is net in indigent cen^^itien anil that her sen

is net entitled fer cansiderati^n fer cempassi©n=te

app© intment •

3. The larief facts ef the case are;-

The applicant's hufebend; was werking as Lif»

eperater, died en 2-1-1994 in effice. rtccerding te

the applicant, he left behind

/Applicant - his widew-65 years

Sandeep Sharma - son - 31 years

Sange»ta Sharma - Daughter in law - 26 year-

Mansi - grand daughter - iC menths

The applicant had submitted an applicatien en 2-1-1994

requesting fer relaxation ef the age limit fer appeintment

ef her yeungsr sen (Sandeep Sharma ). The elder sen

Shri Vijay Sharma, is married and living separately.

The secand sen, Shri Sandeep Sharma, had started Sdiie

advertising business and is stated te be dependent »n

the widow as the business has failed and he is net abl^

te suppert his family. The applicant is aggrieved by tlw

Ann.VIII erder. Hence this 0-%, in which "ihe^has sought a

ir»'-ticn to the respondents te employ



3«n^«®p 3hir«a, withsut any further delay .(Learned

ceQcisel far the applicant states that relief (ii) has
I

jt]_]^*ady been granted and (iii) is censequential relief)

• n (i) abeve .

4^ learned caunsel far the respandents states

that the applicant has n© case. Her re..uest that her

secand san, 3hri Sandeep Sharma be appainted an

campassienate greunds has been csnsidered by the

ca-Bpetent autharity and rejected an valid graunHs. He

has alsa braught ta my attention, anather O.M.

dated 29-9-1994, relevant paragraph fram which is

repraduced belaw;-

"The a^t^licant (w.'idovv) has a awn hau*e
vtas «enti©ned inadvertantly in para 2
af this Directarate Mema .!^ .26/48/94-^-v.Ill
dated 10.6.1994 and in para 3 af Nhaa.
Ma. 8/14/94-<-v-III dated 16-9-94. lacanvenient
caused is regretted."

He subwits that the csmpetent autharity, had hawever,

sufficient material ta reject the applicant»s request

to appoint her 31 year aid second san.

Learned counsel far the respandents, 3hri

M.K. Gupta, states that 3hri Sandeep 3har»a wh© is 31 years

dnd having his awn f amily, cahsistinf af wifa aiid child canfib% bt'



c«nsi^erei t« be liependent en his wlde««ed «etlier^

Hs per the instructiens fer appeintment en

COT :assi@n.3te greunds, the enly surviving member

»f the family ef the deceased Gevt .servant is the

«pplir.-,nt her.-self. The applicant has been

sanctiened family pensien ef ?c 920/-P,H. plus

dearness sllewance as applicable under the aules.

She has alse been paid ether terminal benefits

en the death ©f her husband ameunting te Bs i,62,355/-,

/^ccerding te the learned ceunsel fer the respendents,

since there are many mere similar cases vdiich are

mere deserving than the applicant's request fer

appeintment ef her sen, the applicatien deserves

te be dismissed.

6. He has alse relied en the judgempifit ef

this Tribunal in 0.^ Me .2291/92 dated 8-7-1993 (S«t.

Kulwant Kaur v.UOI) and the judgment ef the Si^reiiMi

Ccurt in LIC w/s nsha Ra« JT 1994(2) 3C 183.

'  I carefully censidered the arfuments

ef the learned ceunsel fer both the parties and

records in this case.
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0^ Frcffl the schem# ©f csfflpissicn -.te appt-intnentT

it is seen,intar~>a1 ia^that in Tisking ctrcpassiftnat#

app#int'3ssnt ©f sans/dauqhters/near relatives »f
3"ev ynt

deceased f •vernraftnt/dies in harn®ss^ it is it

pr«viie iaraa^iate assitance t® the family •£ the iecaasei,

when there is n@ »ther earninf weiiber in the family.

The i.ecisien #f the respendsnts in the .iwpunfnei trier

iateii 30-6-»1994'is a spea-kinf arier^ It is statsi

that warrie^ s«ns cann»t be statei t® fee dependent

members »f their wimmmd atther, vti# is aist fettiRf

pensitn an«^ ®ther menetary benefits v,hich wtuld

take-care •£ her flay t# «ay re ..,,uir«rn«nts, N« ••ubt

the resp»n«ents state that they have inaaverttntly

flienti#ri«ri that the applicant has her «v.n hsuse vhich

has -nev; been cerrectei k>y the •ffic« men#,dated

29.9,94. But this by itself €»es nat sh©v, either lack

®f application mf mind »r that the «ecisi®n is

arbitrary »r ctntrary t» the relevant instriicti#ns ^

9. The applicant has triaa t» shee- in the

ippiicaition that her seccnfi secmna^ his wife ^irid his

aauihtec-are dependant her, Hwing ren^ra ta the
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ins'tructisns f«r 3 sn compassic-note mr#un«s

xo,.- sepenaanss at a deceases G«vsrnm«nt servant

sne xjsf-cisicn af the :5uprssie Court i.n t.IC v.rtoha

ijupra)^ I ara un^-ble it egree thcst dhrx darras so

mho is » grown up son and his i airily are

sspsnrants o£ the dscsased official. In tha f.^nts

and circumsrancss of the case, the .iscisl:,n taken

by the respendents is nxither arbierary, iHuqal

BA cunrrary no the tule/instxuctlens in this

in rsjacting his claim f©r crnip,ssn iornitn:

skP» intns nt.

result, I dc not fm.; ^ny

in this application. rtcc#r«irx.:.,iy it is

-i:^misseu, insre will be ri® x.rder aS tn ens Is »

(L«KShmi di,«minethan )
Mmbnr (j)




