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CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL, 
JODHPUR BENCH! JODHPUR 

Original Application No. 106/2007 

Misc. Application No. 76/2007 

Date of order: 25.09.2007 

Pratap 5/o Shrf Pancham Lair ag:ed about 28 years, resident of 
Village Dhakatafuka Ujara1 Post fv'fodl1opu rr District Shajanpur. (_ ev-) · 

... Applicant. 

VERSUS 

1. The Union of India, through the General' Manag.err North-West 
Railway, Jaipur (Raj..}. 

2. Senior Divisional P~rsonnel Officer] North-West -Railway, 
Jodhpur. 

3. Deputy Chief Engineer (ConstrlKtfon)~1, North-West Railway, 
Jodhpur. 

CORAM: 

. .. Respondents. 

Counsel For Applicant/s: Mr. Kuldeep Mathur 
Mr. D.S. Sodha 
Mr. K.D.S. Charan 

Counsel For Respondent/s: Mr. Manoj Bhandari 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. YOGr JUDICIAL MEMBER. 
HON'BLE MR. R.R. BHANDARI, ADMINISTRATIVE MEMBER. 

ORDER (Oral) 
(Per Hon'ble Mr. Justice A.K. Yoqr Judi.Member) 

We have heard Shri Kutdeep Mathur, Advocate representing 

applicant and Shri ~'i.anoj Bhandar1, Advocate appearing on 

behalf of the respondents and perused the records. 
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2. Admittedly, Shri Pancham Lai (deceased employee of the 

Railway EstabHshment} died on 02.12.2002 leaving behind 

his widow Smt. Kaushalya DevL Pratap, the applicant, 

before claiming to be an adopted son of deceased Pancham 

approached this Tribunal by fiHng th1s O.A. No. 106/2007 

clai.ming compassionate· appointment. According to the 

applicant, he approached the Department in 2005 by filing 

Application and Representat[ons~ In support of it, he has 

filed copies of such representaUons/appUcations, Will, and 

also affidavits of Smt. Kaushalya o·evi (wife of late Shri 

Pancham Lal) and his -own affidavit (both without date); 

photo-stat copies whereof are part- of Annexure NlO to the 

According to the appUcant, hls appHcation has not 

and he has not been · 

-'COMPENDIUM ON APPOINTMENT ON COMPASSIONATE 

GROUNDS'- providing for PoHcy for making compassionate 

appointment/s., ,tim.e .. Jimit' for :rnaking such appointments, 

priorities to be observed in makrng; appointments on 

compassionate guide .. Jlnes/criterion for 

compassionate appointment/S' in case of adopted 

sons/daughters, etc.~ , 
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4. Record shows that initially there was some dispute between 

the wife of the deceased and tl'le app!tcant regarding 

receiving of post retiral benefits and some inter se 

compromise thereof. 

5. Question of e1igibiJ]ty to seek ]compassionate appointment', 

i{'~luding the question of lirnitatiOil etc. wtH require an •nquiry 

into factual aspect of the case1 apart from· perusal of original 

documents/records i:ncluding service~book and service record 

of the deceased employee. Clrcu!ar referred to above, 

leaves no doubt that time al[owed (limitation) for making 

6. In view of tt1e above, we de.ern it approprfate that the matter 

be considered by th€ concerned competent authority of the 
04 IJ,o ~ . 

Department 1 £s in a better position to appreciate factual 
1.. ~IP-f ~ ~J.,.. 

aspects of th~ case. It 1s1 therefore1 e.xpedien~~ such 

authority + pass appropriate order after considering the 

. claim of the applicant ln accordance with law as well as the 

relevant circulars of the Department withJn a period of two 

months from the -date of rece1pt of a certified copy of this 

order. It is made dear that none of the averments made in 

the O.A. or in the reply of the Department shan be treated as 

un-controverted or proved. The authority deciding 

representation under this order shaH consider the case 
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independently without being prejudiced by any observation 

made in this order and on. the basts of material on .record as 

well as in accordance with law. We permit the applicant, if 

so advised, to submit additronar representation along with 

documents, if any, while presenting/submitting certified copy 

of this order, within a perfod of three weeks .from tod.ay and 
.,· 

~tie Authority in question sha11 declde Represent9tion of the 

Applicant (for compassionate appointment) wtthln two 

months of r-eceipt of {:ertifi~d {:OPY of thls prder. 

7. Original AppHcatton N!o. 106/2:001 Stejnds anowed only to the 

extent directed above withoqt entering into the merits of the 

case. No order as. to costs. 

[ R.R. Bhandari] 
Administrative Member 

~ kumawat 

., u# 
t A.K. Yog] 

Judicial Member 
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Il'\1 THE CENTRAL ADiviiNISTR~TI'VE TRIBUNAL, 
JODHPUR BENCH,HIGH COlJRT CAlVIPUS,JODBPUR. 

COPY OF ORDER DATED 04.01.2008 PASSED ll'\1 :!.VIA No.186/07 
IN OA No. 106/2007 

APPLICA.NT 
U.O.I. & Others 

RESPONDENTS -. ··vs· __ _;:;:.,_.__r-- -PfU. TAP 

Date of Order : 4 .1. 2008. 
MA No. 186/2007 in OA No. 106/2007 

Mr. Vinay Chhipa, Advocate, holding brief of 
Mr. Manoj Bhandari, counsel for applica·nts. 
Mr. Kuldeep Mathur, Advocate, counsel for respondent. 

.":.. 
---~ Heard. 

~~:~*'~ Applicants in MA No. 186/2007 (who were 
j<'f> y~str .. 11t--. -..., f-~ ~ respon?ent in . OA No. ~06/2007) haye prayed for 

/('r;: _ 'f~.,.e> ,::""~- e {. ' e. xtens1on of_ two months t1me allowed v1de ord~r dated 
i( i;;: t::: c ) o 

1 
5. 9. 2007 10 O.A. No. 106/2007 to dec1de the 

~ o · 10 '.. .t\ . @_ ) f-,./ :epresentation in ~.·:\d1l~-~'-r }-.,_~fm .'~~.lllPP~S. i~Ll.a-'!e~~ 
\ ~IQ...- ~~,- --9\ · ll.CI ppo·lntment Qn"<; ,,, <;•• ... - .... -o" · .,. ... r, -"· ~\:Z'\t~~& 1;: • !i''tY~-,_,-~:,'L.•.'":l\J.I. ,., .. ~1.-;.• 

~ ):->r, ' -;:.;_· ·:"l·i:-;- ~!)"/ ' 
~- "'-.e~---~:...--:, 1..'* ~rl}'ic,~:P~f&:ft:-.. ofLth~i.9~PR~i~JRih \t.-l~~d~!t~ed 

,_, that the ongmaf-appl~eant (Pratap)'fitea representation 
dated 17. lG'.I20'(l)9CWhkfil1w~SZrete1\re(l inj ate=--o'ffi~e~ tW'Ef\ 5 

... 

respondents on 22.10. 2007. 

·· .fimil!o?ii~r~nteir''bf1 9:Ji~'1lffr15i:JWiil 9~idWh 1i{bove 
referred.)ll\ 0rderj :~udated:fH·· 25-9.120Gr11 iorexpic:edro.jnion ;>i 

2L12.~~l:1Ns .,~PRJiFP,tiBn",(~§e~JHfWII~~~~1-~i_fil~lJ: 
was fitea on 22.11.2007 witl"iout ~ivinct~~;excuse' or 

.___ ·explanat:!OR'rorfa'tlu.re~6n tKe'ir p%rt.-·:l'n,:.n ln 1J"-j<'i<>nc · .r:·.tU 

nf'br.f.t!.'j ·:j \i 1P. 
In the interest of justice, however, we grant 

further two months' time to decide the representation of 
the originakjj;pplicafiJt (ShJii1 PPatapt:S/bL$hrioraancllam! La I) 

'"' in pursilimcE1<-f@..PM!':t-Rr~.~r..Pq~is?~o~t6P~ ~9 E~AC£t~&r.:;., ~---- . 106/200/-- 1-'ratap Vs.' OOI &. Ors. 'dn or ~before t-ebruary 
22
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