
uP':: CW T.

Original Appl ication No. 1004 of 2002.

Thurs~ this the 12th

Hgris h Chand,

son of Late ~hri Deen Dayal,

No 105, Kisho.re Bazar,

District Bareilly.

• " ••• Appl .i c arrt ,

(By -dvoc et e : ~ri ,:jhyamji Gaur)

Versus.

1. The Union of India

through sec ret ary uinistry of Conmuru.c et Lon,

Department of Post, New Del hi,

2. The Chief Post Nidster General,

Lucknow.

3. The Post Master, General

Ba re Ll Ly .

4. The Superintendent of

Postal ~tores Department,

Bareilly.

• • ~•••••. Lespondents.

(By hdv oc at e : .ir i rr, C. J as h i)

OlD E .h

(By Hen' bl e Mr . Justice _i. rl.K Triveai, V.C)

By this G. n. filed under section 19 of the Kiministrative

TribunalsAlct, 1985, the appliCant haS prayed to quash

the order dated 15.07.2oo2(."tI1nexure 10) by which the

claim of the appliccm.: for appointment
on camp as.:;, ion ate



-2-

g rounds has been rej ected.

2. The facts of the CaSe are that the -hfJplicc,nt's father

Late ':::;riDeen Dayal waS serving as Cl erk in the off ice of

Post Office at Bareilly. He expired on 18.11.1996 ledving

behind his widow and 3 sons end one daughter. The claim

has been rej ected by the impugned order on 3 q rounds ,

which &~e~aS uBcler:

(i) The Service period of dece ss ed employee exceeded

~ years.
"""'~

(ii) Applicant ~ received tezmmal benefits-199491/-

(iii) Applic nt haS his-' : OWnhouse. T~actual
~~'1

aspecif. not disputed.
-"'... "-c ir c urnst anc eS';\.

In fh~it is difficult to accept that the applicant

was.a~a{igent <iircumstanceS. He posses~~fficient property •..
~The order does not sUffer(any error of law. The application

hEiS no merit and accordingly rej ected.

No order as to costs.

Vi ce- ell dirm an.

Men~sry-


