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Wi:. nd'/s 1s.arnen:) counsel of both

gov-e thv-: re^cxjrds of tte c;;;se
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T\;. c.)ray>;';r- of hhf iiprl'i.cant., vha is the wido&?
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d". :.r-. A.,C.. i/i c^rfics af •tf'se respondants.
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3, The husband of the applicant, while

workirig as UDC died in harness, after rendering about 26

years' of service on 10.6.1986. Aocjordir^ to the

applicant the first two sons are married and leaving

serarBtely and the third son for whose oorrpassianate

'^rployment the present Appliciistion is filed .is staying

her,

4, The leanied cxxinsel for the applicen'vt stated

ti'sat iv) addition t<^ the family pes'ision, arrrajinting to

Rs,700/'- par rKsnth, the applic^itnt received about

Rs.50,000/- by way of Provident Fund and another sum of

Rs,lS,000/-- t.ofeEirds Gratuity. The learnssd ctamsel for

the ajjplleant further- stated that tier t'^2. sons am

employed in private sector and that they are not looking

after her.

5- The learr^d eourisel fs:>r the respondents

stated ttiat due to rf?(x3erTiiis3ti.on 5.n the GoverwKsnt of

Tndia Pr®ss, there is no post of L,.D.C. ' in which the

applicant c(X)ld be accamodat^x^. The !:;k;s have alrasijdy

been rendered surplus. He further submitt.ed t:.bat thierB
\

is no recx;)rd to ifx^icate tt'iat the tiwo ss'is ans ].eaving

ssjiarately. r-eferr-ed tx> tf'se roncept of joint farna.ly

aiiCi according to hiffi the case for' oofi'spassi.oni;5tG

apmintofent. does rjot deserve ar)Y direction fran tlis

Trlbi.inal.

S- The legirned cxjunsel for thie applicant,,

however-, is relyir-ig v!pon the fetion C^rd in whid-i tl-ie

naB;es of the t\-K> rrarried ^ons do not. figure.



CJ

-3- . LA

Tiie ].earT)t><3 cx:>Of)sel for ti-ie rssjM-tdsrits have

stated that in corrpliance of the iudgsriient. of this

Tribunal in OA 618/90 Satyavir Sis'igh Vs. {.fnion of India^

a esorrffson list, of cases for ccsnpassioiiate app;:iifvtjT!ant has

ffBde and that the sppointneiiyts on coff)passionat®

. 0rounds am baii'jg made on th® basis of the relevant

seniority arid the tYisri.ts of each casa.

8- vi«3w of the foregoing., tte Applicsrt.i«-> j.s

dispos€x3 of ti'lie dir<;;x;;t:ian to t!"!© respc;)riderits to
cor^sixter the case of the applirant also in aa:5or-riance

witi-i d:i.rBc?tiot) c»ntaine(j i.n Satyavir Singh case.

IffS Applicsiitiori is disposed of acxxirdirscflv.

Them will s;:!e no onfer as to oosts.
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(J:K. T^asgatrd)

fefftber(A)

May 33,, 1992.

(P.K. Kartha)

Vice-Chai man


