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Date of decieion: 23.3.94 

Applicant. 

R es:i;:ondents. 

•:'.ouneel for the applicant • 

Hi:>n •bl.; iv~r. Juetice .u .L. Mehta, Vice-Chairman 

PEP.. HCl'B.LE l'!P.. JU.STICE D.L. I-l:CHTA. VI•::E-CH.2\I?.MAN: 

P.eard t't~e l=e.rne:'.1 c·:n1ns-el for the parties. Perused 

the re co rd s. 

2. The .:tpplicant e':pired on 1.7.1970. The mott1.:::r ·::>f 

the applicant moved an applicati•:in (Anne:;...-i..tre A-2) for 

giving compassi.:;in.:ite appointrnent to her S·::>n on the date, 
, 

not }~nown even tci the applicant. Howev.: r. it S:;i?ems th;:., t it 

might have been move·:'! s.:ime time in 1986 or prior b:) that '33 

from the: perusal •=>f thE.> Annexur•= A-J. it f ;'2 clear th.:it the 

applicant wa.:; informed that un.:Jer the rules. app::dntrnent to 

Thi2 information wa2 given on 6.1.87. Th·~ le~rne:d counsel 

for the appli·::ant further submits th3t h•::: submitti::d the. 

appli·::a.tion again on 1S.2.92 through her mother t·rhich was 

also not acc~pti::d. 

3. Tl"1e applicant be:.::a:ne majc.r in the y~ar 1981 an.:1. tr:e 

employee died in 1970. His application wa.= rejected in Jan.8 

and thi:: application ha::: J::.e:en filed on i6.7.9:?. Thus. it is 

hope:lezsely time-barred o.nd apart from triat. after the 

Judgment of th-: Hon'ble Supreme Court in LIC of Inii:::'s c~.=:e 

(JT 1994(2) s·-: 183). n.::; case of th~ applicant !;Urvives ·=ven 

on merits. 

4. In the r·:::sult, th:; o.J> .• i.:: ri:=jected, with n:) order 

as to costs. 

( D • L. MEHTA ) 
Vice-Chairman 


