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IN TfE CEHTRAl, ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL
PRINCIPAL BENai, NEV DHifl

* i- i-

06.05. .1992

QA 918/92

fC>. VEENA RANT - - .APPL.I»NT

VS.

UNICW OF INDIA & ORS. - - .RESPONDENTS

COR.W :

HCN'BLE J.P. SlIAFm, MIMIER (J.')

TOR THE APPLICANT ...S4I.D.R. aJPTA

FOR TOE RESAIWDENTS ...NONE

1. Whether Reporters of local papers may
be allowed to see the JfixJpem^t?

2. To te refet r«^ to the Rf!!?x:>ii:.e5r or not?

JliDCEMENT (ORAI.)

(DEIJVERED BY IDN'BX.E SHRI J.P.SHARMA, MEMBER (J)

The applicant, Ms.Veena Rani is the widow of Shri

,Ti.iga] Kishore, an efrK.iloyee of Goverrwnent of India Press,

Hayaptir i , wfio died in tiarness on 5.8.1990 leavinp behind four

daiiight:.rHS, appllcaivt ai'id t-be fvicxther of the deceased. The

appl n":^^nt is aned aboi.it. 2:5 years and has a^ilied for

cxxripiiissionate ai;:)p::>intjiient under- t.l"se relevant, extant Rules by

tYm representation on 5.3.1992 and earlier also in 1990 and

1991.. But it is di.sclosed in the ar^^lication that sl'te has not

been given a favoi.irahle reply tOi tter request. The learned
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(!)
ct^unsel for the leant, has referred to the case of

Ms.Svishffta tosai , AIR 1997 SC 1976 ar>d the csse of Plioolwati

Vs. Uaron ot Irdia, AIR 1991 SC 469.

Tf'ie lean-it^d a;>i.vnsel for the aiipli.cxrnt Itas stressed

that the family is in distress and it is expected of the

respondents to help the family at a time when it is needed

iTiost after the death of sole bread itfinner.

In view of the above, the respondents are directed toi

dispose of the representatJlon already preferred by the

applicant since 1990, the latest being of fferch, 1992 within a

{.leriod of six rrioriths.

If the applicant is still aggrieved and her request

for ccxf«jassioT>at6 appointft»er>t is not disposed of to her

satisfact-ion, she can again assail such order^^s-^--^-''*''̂ '̂ '-'-*^ ^

(J.P.SHARMA)
Me«®R <J)

06.0,5.1992


