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Bhri vlaidee^P & A'nr

Vs..

liri'ion of india & Orr,..
.. R«M5pondent s

CDRW ;

Slcvn'ble Shri tl-P- Sharwa, M^riter (J.)

for tdte Appticiiints

Ror tt-)© Resrx:rident-A

..Shri Mgihavir Sintih

. .Shr) MJ.. VftfAia

t. wtiethf jr- Report.ers of local pamrs may ^
te alloiwad to sse the Judqernent?

2. 'K> te mferml t:.o the itepotter- or not? ^
,llllX;FMP.N't (ORAl.)

<;hri Jaideep ^on of the decea«^l ef«f.layee Shri

N.D. Cturrta, who was Assistant Knqineer, Fcxxl Storaqe Circle.

CPWD. Faridated employed «ith the ms?x:>ndents. di.P in harness
on 1. 11.1988 almost ? Y«rs Ixrfore ttie date of his

s,iTXirBnnuaticn !te left the widow. Smt .llavita Wa. who has
rer^eiv^xl the }^.tir«rient bfxxrfits to tte t:ur« Rs.2.09.309

and has also been qranted a rnoiithly ?xmision of Rs.2035. the
deceased has also left an elder son. who dnrhiq the crxirse of

the arqnments by tl.e learned cewnsel. is wotf;inq as an

Rnqir^eer arx! t>e could not. qive better particulars as to

whether he is Junior Enqineer or servinq in any other hiqher

post of the sarr»e discipline, llcwever. in this application.

Ixith the applicants, the «K:xther and the unerrployed sor,. Shri
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Gopta Prayarf for a .rcpariiapp<nnta».nt vpPh
«,a prayer that the ottkr .t. <««"«•"» tf«-
,yy.„:»«rtat.t.>o for ormp-a-.-iopate appoir,t.»tr,t he a«r.t«»J a™' «
,,i r«rtron te isao.rf that aoplhrant. N.a, 1, shri ..aid«P ««« »*'•
apKhntrf on awrtrprriate poet, in fartdatrf or n«rby station.

OfJmsrx:M.dmtSr as ..sual y«x.test.ed the apr.l xcat.xc

imd :tn tte reply it, is averred that, the ftimly xs not, .ind.icxent
and tixc case has tean thoronnhly considem^ l-xy t:,he anthoritxes
in this rxiord. Tt.e applicant.s have also oot a tKxnse which

vas hav,xncx rerit;,al ixxccxrux ' x.,x t.he life t.i.v,« of the <l.»sased
...ployee and the xx.timoant txxnefits to the tnne erf 8i«,.rr
P3,yjOrOOO and a monthly c^ssnsxon of Rs.:^03S p.m. xs texno

paid to the family, it is said t:hat tr,e «xse ««x be said to

bx oavaixxed by t.he df>ci.si.on of the case of Jihx,shrv>ss ftosai

ilnion of India,. blSh (11) A-it: p 878 Jltt.

a

vs.

r have hfsard tlie Iraxrned coixnsel for the aprslx.cant at

nreater length. The learned counsel for the arxplxx^xxt.r

hi^wer, referral to the affidavit filed by Mrs.Jl.xvi.ta Q,ir.ta„

xhdxjw in xrfich x^crtain details have txeexx given^ but to the

xitter- s\.)pri.se i.t. is not mentx.fxn»xd as txx t»ow the otixer- soix,.

i.e., the elder xjne is efrqalxxyxfi and hxxw much is tte rtoxthly

i.ncxxvRX of tlxfj son. Tlie hxaoxed (roxxnsrd howevers arnxxed that.

t,he elder- son lxt<s nothxrtg to do wxt;h tr-.e fanily as I'se i.as

se^wxvitxxl. It is also argued Ixy the learned ccM.insel that

xrfhxftsver j-eti.T-x?3rr>ent. benefx-t.s were gxven to tlx© family have

te^n Sv:»nt. awixy xtk the mtxrrxage of t.hx; eider sorx and the



-„uvh,s !««. left any .•...l^tantiel «»nt to
ftB family of «. -«—• ^ "

„y„,»«iona» apnolnta»r,t ft «d the ^a-PloVad •««„
o,ntT It-avinq a «.70pe to r^sa^onableness to this5ihri Jaid(=jep Qjpta- laC^tv iiR-j

amonnt. If on amonnt. of rft.2,00,000 «in be spant on the
of ono of the sona. th«, whether the family c«. be

seia to be an indiqent fprnly or thft expenditure said to have
, • „«rriaao is oniv an after thonqht toi m-mrred in the ftjat riapt...

„,r:«ue an e..pb«.t for the otter ten, who teppena to he out
•li irv th» rase of oc*npasslonateof ««ployvnent. Nomai ly m the v.ra.pO

apteinti-nt, the Court ahteld be qui.« by tte otonaiderBtion
of rBhabiUtatite the family of a dte,eaaed «nplovte, and te the
arm, when the roae of tte appltoont ft ay>aido,y«i, there ia

™3Ch foot,, in tte contention raiaed in the ccamter filed to
tte reaprwtenta ttet the family ia imt indlptet-

Tl,e Itemed tetmsBl for the applicant, hc«wever, alao

desired ame rm,re time ao that he may file tetter particulara

repardinn the statns of the family. l-^ver. 1 do not
consider it necessary be«:.use the K«teriai on record is
snfficient to sharf that tte family is not at. all iteiqent.

Wh€^i once it. i.s teld that, the family is not. an

indiqent family and the reti^«t benefits co,.pled with the
ffovthly frension qiven to tte widow,, Srrrt:.. £^vita Q.jpta is

srrfficient. to maintain the fafnilVy the irnp..>qned order- dt.
13.11.1990 passed by tte respondents mjectinq the
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• nrfr.(>rntm(?nt. does not any
...•.•t-,r irvn for- rjornmsstonate app«:.>inirTK.-.

,.«nn»03nt= in „in pl«riin<,s do«3 not «t. al 1r,unp<i.t M,.
of Shnsn^i <«ni was tota-n. on a dtfferant

nan no anai™ with tOo «na of tt,e a«Hoants.

t.n«-

ca«©. 'd^e

fcx.>t: .i rK! ?

t- total'IV devoid of voejrit and.The app'l-rcatian r- t.ot,..ii. ....

, . teavrno the parties to bear their c.n•f.heretore, tit .>nn .••••••««•
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