| ﬁﬁﬁ’@m sri %a%

By Advocate: Sri Sharad Pathak

Central Administrative Tribunat, Lm:mﬁw E&mﬁ’hﬁ Laﬁaziﬁamﬁf

- Original Application Mo, w;z@e@

oA
| Thig the(day of Se*}tembfz»; 2012

 Uma Kant Yadav, aged about 18 years, son of late S‘sn Satya Nerain
Yadav, resident of Village Sapha Majre Nohrepar; Pargana Amethi,
Past Taﬂﬁmn District Sultanpur. .

Applicant |

Yereus

1. Union of india through its Secretary, Department of Post and
: And Telegraph, New Dethi, '

2. Director of A{:&Odﬁts (Pastal), U.P. Circle, Lucknow.

223

Circle Relaxation Committee through s Cﬁatm'vaﬁ Indian
Postal Depariment, Luckmm{ :

4 Addtional %};'"ec%.@r (ﬁes’;@‘u imeﬁ%} C’h%&f Pissi Master C%enera; ~

. Uttar Prad%h Lz;ck:mw

o

- &ccmnts Officer (Adm! mstmﬂan , Office fﬁ ﬁlﬁ"ﬁtﬂﬂi’ of flf;cﬁuﬁis
- {Pastal), U.P: Circle, Lucknow.

Cpposite Parties

By Advocate © Sri R. Misra

- {Reserve on 83.08.2012) |

"ORDER"

BY %E@?% BLE SHRI %ﬁgﬁﬁE? KUMAR, MEMBER {Jl

The gs{eseﬁt original application isg preferred by the appiic‘aﬁi under Section

N

18 of AT Act ‘%GEE with ihe fol iméﬁg relief/s:-

(B To quash the impugned order dated (}4 02.2010, pas*«ed by
opposite party number 3 so communicated to the applicant vide impugned
letter dated 16.04.2010, contained in Annexure Nos. A-1 and A-2 to this
Griginal Application; ‘

(i) - To direct the respoendents o forthwith consider the case of
the applicant for compass sionate appointment in the Department on a
suitabie post as per his education qua lification;



.....

_ {iy  Any other approprisie avder which this Howble Tribunat 'ﬁﬁf
deem just and necessary in the facts and circumstances of the case may .
atso be passed and :

Wy To azk:zw this «’}ﬁgzm Appimaim wilh costs.

r

The brief facts of the case are:

 That the 3pp§3ﬁ8ﬂi’& father wiw Was wm'ke ,g as C :m:« Y employee s:ﬁ@zrﬁ i
hamess on 26. M 1%@8 Aﬁe& the de"zth of t%'se agjg}*icdn%’** father the mother of
the appimaﬁt was assured by the reepcnd@ms fhai as soon as his son will aitam.
majority. He muid he ccwzicées'eﬁ for app@mimem on ccmpawmaie ground.
Aﬁef a'i‘td%ﬁmg the” malcnty the app licant &u%}msﬁﬁﬁ an application for
appamtm&ﬂ’z on campmﬁma‘te gmaﬂd on presmbed mrmat The applicant’s
matter was, referved by the autha fties 'f@; cwm}aa@s%cmaﬁe agﬁp&iﬁ%mmi & Oﬂg vdith
21 another p&fsans uﬁbseqaem&y the a J@hcaﬁt came m kmw that he was m}t
_considered for ag)pmmmem and his claim was maat@d by lhﬁ‘ Circle Re !axatsca’% |
C{smmi{mé Fm& g aggrieve of the sasd timswn of the respondsnts, the
apphcan%: prafa;‘red the {ﬂgmal app sﬂataan |

wha

! The leamed L@unses appearing on behalf of the msmﬁﬁen*w filed their

counter rag}fy and through their munte* m‘:s;y th@ %‘%S{;i}ﬁﬂ&ﬂ S whememw ’

ﬁppaaed the awrmezzé maée in *tha aﬂg nal apaﬁca{t@ﬁ ans‘; submitted that the

faamg ssianate ammﬁ;maﬁﬁ acheme i apz;s eabSe toa Gepand&:ﬁ ﬂfmiy member.

o dias w%*:iiea in service or is retired on ?r’es"dmf gmunds The reepcrdems '

pointad out that the case sf the ap@!scaﬁt it emswﬁeﬁ E:sy the Circle He?axamﬁ :
Commitiee mm%ﬁuﬁed by wat of inclia and the aé}is}c& of the scheme is to help

the famlsy to get out of the emerge my mh,h is mmgﬂw and é@ﬁema for the

o

need for financial destitution such apz:ze}ﬁm'zeﬁ% can be ps‘c&mded only 5% of the

- vacancies fafling vacant.

4 The leamed counsel appearing on behalf of the applicant fied their
rqamsﬁ@. amﬁ in the "@}{hﬁé@» mmsdy thza averment made in the original
&?glicaﬁm are reiﬁera&e@_

& H%ﬂ:& iﬁam@d counsel for the parties and p@maad ih& records. \/\/v



pd

6.  The ap;:ﬁ;cahi’é father who was in service ‘whg:_s .{%iad in hamess in 1808 and
at the i.%ﬁée of death of the aﬁ@!&aa&t’é’ father %%’s,, spplicant’s mother made
applice tmn for camg&a%@mai& apgﬁﬁiniz‘f‘seaﬂf ’ Aﬁéfs" 'm‘iaéﬁ%ﬁg the majority the
applicant’ s mother made an &;3;“5‘ cation i the prescribe d format § ﬁr-appamimsm
for - com pasamfmie appmm,.;ezﬁ but the said aﬁpﬁ?é&tézm%as ra}&cteé by the |

respondents on, @4.@2.%@{3_ Mentloning ﬁm@ that the case of the applicant

s .

s cohsidered by the Circle ‘Relaxation G@mmﬁm@ and Circle Relaxation

{Sﬁm&“ﬁiﬁ% considered the i‘e‘éﬂa? benefits grant to the family of the ex-employes

and re;afﬁeﬁ the cia*m of the a:&gﬂ jcant. This Tribuna!l in CA No. 448/2001

‘ ,cmstﬁes'ed the ground of rejection taken t}*; the resp Gi"ld@ﬂm %ﬁ the said OA the

Trihunal dealt with the decision renderved in G@xfhﬁ ?m&%%h %m% ¥s.. uc

L]

2008 {’%i‘é} gCC 289, Rarl Ram vs. FCI 2008 {3} H?LE‘:C 2242 Jﬂfi Rukesh

Kumar vs. ﬂn%m of India 20607 {_8} SCC 348, Considering the decisirzms of

Hon'ble Apex Court as wa!i a% Horble Higﬁ éjaug*i t/he ground ef,;'ejeﬁﬁan taken.
%:sy f@c‘;}@ﬂumts isnota goud ground

7. Accordingly, consideringthe dacmm m«sammaed above a mrec ion may ﬁe
is-:%ued to the respondents to consider the case of the 3.pp%icaﬁt for appointment

on compassionate ground. The same s;%m I'be done within a permé of 3 months

' ,mem the date the certified copy of the @rder is produced and the fi&a’iisﬁﬁ 50

“taken be communicated to the applicant.

8. Withthe above observation the OA is disposed of. No order as to costs.

Navneet Kumar)
- Member (J)



