
·~ 

; " "· 

.RE.St.RVLO 

~~NTRAL ADM1N1STRAT1Vl TRI~UNAL ALLAHA~AO ~lN~tt, ALLAHA~AD 

... ,r * - 

A 11 an a cad : Oatad tnia .\-,V\A. aay o, J anuery, 2001 

Original Application No.344 of 1998 

CORAM :- 

Hon 'b le I'll'. Raf iguatdin1 J. l'I. 

/ . 
·1. Smt. Phool Kumar)U/o Late Snyam Lal._ 

2. Snri Rajesn Kumar S/o Lata Snyam Lal, 
I 

Botn residants of 81/1-V, Muir Roaa, 

Allahabaa. 

(Sri C.P. Gupta, Advocate) 
/\ 

• • • • • • • Applicants 
r versus 

1. Union of India tnrougn Genarat Manager, 

Nortn-..,..Centra 1 Ra~lway, Al tanat>aa. 

2. Divl. Ra11~ay Manager, Nortnern Railway, 

A~tanabad. 

(Sri G.P. Agrawal, Allvocat•). 
1 

• • • Responcdents • • • • • 

/ L 
-\ 0 R OE R ------ 

By HDn'Dle Mr. Rafigucdllin, -J.·M. 

By 111aarts c,f this OA, the a flJplican·t sea Ks a direction 

to tne resiaondants to appoint appl'icant no.2, Snri Raj ash 

Kumar on compassionate ground on a s~itable post as per !l 
Railway Board •s- circu tars. 

z, Tne relevant facts of the case are tnat one Mr. 

Oevenura tWmar, wno was working as tireman •c• und•r Loco 

Foreman, N.Rly. Allanaball ~ied in narnass a on 19-4-1992 
'2A as bacnetor. Applicant no. 1 is the wiaew motner of t~ .. 

tfaeeasell _Devendra MJmar and &Jlplicant no.2 is the younger 

brotner of the said Late Devsndra Kumar. It is stated 
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tne family left by Late Snyaa Lal, the father -of tne 
<, 

decease• Oevendra Kumar, and a~plicant na.2, came on 

the shoulder of Late Oevendra Kumar and tnare was no 

otnar so~rce of livelineod fer tna family. Hence, 

after tna deatn of Oevendra Kumar, applicant no.2, 

tne woaowem motner af Lat• Devandra Kumar wrote a letter 
.~a( .,..:1}-- . 

on 01-12-1993 to tna res,ondents jcn·a~pointmant of 

applicant no.2 on compassionate g~ound. Since the••• 
/ 

res,ondents ·nave failed to give compass~onate a~pointment 

to applicant no.2 in response to tne _representation of 

applicant no.2, tne present OA has been file• fer tne 

relief mentions• above. 

3-. I nave neard 'cejnsat for tna 11arties and perusaa 

tne racorct. 

4. · It nas been specifically admitted by tne a19plicant 

vid·e para 4_. 7 af the OA tha~ tnara is na policy frame• 

oy tna Railway Board providing compassionate grounm-= 

appointment to the ee11enments of deceased em11loyees wno 

•i•• unmarried. It is, nowever, claimaa tn8t sucn ty119a 

ef cases were governs• as per 11ass ru1ea. Learned counsel 

far tne respondents nave brought to my notice tne order 

dated 2o-5~4993 ( Anne xura-CA..3) wnareby tne re11resentation . ,- ~..::.1- 
of tne applicant no.1 aatad 1'9-5-1992 tter- a1113aintment of 

applic·ant no.2 on c9mpassionata ground ~as oaan reject•• 
r 

stating tnat tnare is no 11rovisions J/1' rutes providing 

appointment to the dependents of an unmarrie• Railway 

employee. Learned counsel for the applicant nas, noYever, 

made attempt to seek relief on the basis of circulars 

dated o-10-1995, 4-9-199b and 2-5-1997 (&nnexures.A-5, 3 &4 

·1ssued by the Railway Soard in wnich it has been clearly 

meRtionad tnat since under the existing scneme of 

a1111ointment on com11assionate ground, tnere is no specific 
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provision ror considering appoint1111;tnt or-dep~ 

Rait~ay employees who died as Bachator er s,in~ 
' . 

' cases of dependents or such bacna1ors/s,1ntars mt 

considered on case to case basis witn certain cond • 
• ~owever, tnese circulars are or not of any nelp tb t~ 

\ 

applicant because tnese circulars nave been issued 

subsequent t·o tne y.aari· 1993 wnen aamittedty there was 

no provision for considering tne cases of dependents of 

unmarried em,1oyees. 

s. Learned counsel for tna applicant nas also not been 

able to snow tn8t prior to ·1995 or ·1993 tnere was any.~ 

provision for giving appointment on compassionate ground· 

to tne dependents of unmarrie~ employees un~er •ass rutes. 
~ \:>Yo\A~ ~ ~ t>-f .... \:'Ct :t~~C.)"rt~"-·c·~o "'~ 

In tne absence of any ruts at tne ratevant time, no ., 
pii'll.cti~.n.,can be issued to tne respondents to reconsider 

tne case of.tna applicant. The OA is devoid of any merit 

and the same is dismissed with no order ·as ta costs. 

,I ~~~-- 
Member (J) 

Dube/ 


