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OPEN CCWJRT 

Central Administrative Tribunal 
Allahabad Bench Allahabad. 

Original Appliaation No.1343 of 2002. 

Allahabad this the 03rd day. of June 200~! 

MON1BLE MR.JUSTICE R.R.K.TRIVEDI, V.C. 
I 

l. Lailunnihar 
widow ef late Abdul Ka~m Khan 
Rje 205D/'2JJ, Kasari t.1asari. Road, 
Chakia, Allahabad. 

2. Abdul Salam Khan 
son ef late Abdul Kalam Khan, 
R/0 205D/2D; Kasari Masari R0ad, 
Chakia, Allah~bad. 

• ••••••• Applicants. 

(By Aclvacate : Sri N.A. Khan) 

versus. 

1. Unli.0n of India 
through 2inistry of Defence, 
Government of India 
New Delbi. 

2. Principal C.D.A. ·(Pensions) 
Allababad. . ... 

3. Deputy contreller of Defence Accounts 
{Administrative),office of Principal 
C.D.A. (Pensions) Allahabad_. · 

•••••••• Respondents. 

ORDER ------ . 
By this O.A. filed under section 19 of Administrative 

TribQnais Act 1985; the appliGant has prayed for 

direction to respondents t0 provide the suitable j0b 

to-applicant 0m c@mpassionate ground and further 

to quash the impugned 0rder dated 2l.08.2CX)2. 

2. The facts of the case are that the father of 

applicant No.2 ia~e Abdul Kalam Khan was serving as 

Senior Atadi ter in c .• D.A (Pension) ,Allahabad. Be 

died on 30.oa.1999· leaving behind 9 dependents!, 
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The prayer ef the-applicants fer appointment on 

compassienate ground was considered,_ and rejected by 

impugned erder dated 21.08!_2002. A Beard of Officers 

consisting ef one Chairman and two A~mbers considered 

such Glaims and prepared a chart. AcGording to tbis _,,,, . 

. chart, applicant Ne.2 -,~tecuredenly 48}6 marks 

against 100. Thus on comparative study, tne applicants 

could(_d10t be recommended for appointrrent on compassionate 

grounds ·~· · · ··:. as there were mere deserving oases who 

~ ~'kcured 82, 67 and 58 'marks~ Learned counsel 

fer the applicant has submitted that Board 0f Officers 

~ave not taken int0 account the number Of minor 

dependents which according te learned counsel fer the 

applicant were three. 

3. learned counse L for the respondents, hcwever 

submitted that on ewn.sbowing ef the applicants only 

ene dependent Sana Khan a 

about 14 years at the time 

minor daughter was aged 
~ 

V\ 
of deat~ who also beCQme 

majer en tne date of consideratien of appli~ation. 

In the circumstances there is1 no error. I have 

see~1>ara 5 of the O.A. From which it is clear 
~~~~I'\~~ 

enly one daughter was miner an~ if{ ti, •la6r--' 

acceptect1for the shake of argi.:.unent1 it cannot :make ,.any 
. rJ:--:-- ' ~~4- ~~ 

difference) ie' :tee etaee ee, ... ~-do· view of =: other o---~v ,~ J-...... ~, e{ , 
(jj s they· w JS Dt secured liffli¥ 82, 67 and 58 marks. 

4. Ia the circumstances, 

any illegality. The O.A. bas 

dismissed. 

(Vice~_a_i_r_ma_n_)_ ....... ~ 

N1anish/- 


