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JN 'IHE CEN'IRAL ADMINlS'IRA'l'lVE 'IRlBUNAL 1 JlUPUR BENCH ,JAJPUR. 

* * * 
Date ci Vecisicn: 2.~ /7j 2..-e-'l!V :r-. · rr · 

OA 4/98 

Chhitar Mal Meer.a s;c Late-Shri Kajcc MaJ Meena r/o Gucha Bas~i1 village 

Eassi, 'lehsil Ba~si. Distt.Jaipur. 

• •• AppJ icant 

versus 

1. Union ci lncia through Secretary£ Mfoistry ci Communication; 

Department of Post , Dak Bhawan i New Delhi • 

2. Chief Post Master General. Rajaslhan Circle, Jaipur. 

::i. Sr.Suf(5t.1 Post & 'lelegraph, Jaipur City Dfois:icn, Jaipur. 

REspcnc~nts 

CORAM: 

HON'BLE ¥1R.S.K.AGARWAL, JUDJCJAL·MEMBER 

For t~e Applicant 

Fer the Responcents 

Mr.Amitabh Bhatnagar 

Mr.K.N.Shr:imal 

0 RD ER 

PER HON'BLE MR.S.K.AGARWAL 1 JUDJClAL MEMBER 

' 
In t:his application iiJec u/i 19 ci the Aem:in:islrative Tr ibunal.s 

Act~ the applic.~nt makeE a prayer to quash and set asice the impugnec 

rejection crcer cat~6 2.:,.97 an6 tc cirect the respcncent.s to ccnsicer 

the appJ i.cant fer .:uitable employment on ccmpose:icnate: grouncs :in place 

ci his ceceasec father. 

2. 'Ihe bre:i 1 facts cl this casej as alJe:geo by the appJic.ant 1 are 

that-his iather1 Late Shri Kajoc Mal Meens1 expirE:e en 7.6.93 whiJe 

sendng as Chcwk:ioar in the Post & 'lelegraphs I'e~artnier.t, leaving behinc . 

. him his w:iacw. two ·sons t two caughter-in-Jaws, gr:ancscr. and caughters. 

It :ie stated that the wiocw cf Shr.i Kajcc Mal Meena alee €'Xpire6 en 

9.6.93. Shr:i Kajcc ·Mal Meena le-it. a lan6Ec5 property. o:I 4 Beegha 17 

Bfowa but :frcm this piece cf Jana nothing c.an be earned. It is ::lateo 

that the applicant fiJeo a representaticn to lhe tEEf;(;ndents for hi::· 

appointme:r.t jn place c.f h:is ceceaseo father but the same was n~jecleo 

anc communicated tc the appJkant vice Jetter c5ate6 13.1.95. 

'Ihereafter; the applic?nt apprcac.hea thfa 'li:ibunaJ by CA 35~;95. 'Ihe 

TrjbunaJ allowed the aforesa:io OA vice orcer 6ale6 18.2.97 anc-c5irectec 

the responcents to assessi evaluate and consider the case ci the 

applicant :-in strict ccmpliance with the instrucU.cn.s given in OM catec 
-

_30.6.93_1 :isi::uec b}' t.he Ministry cf Per::cnneJ t, Public Grievances & 

Pens:ionE· (De~rtmmt oi Pqscnnel & Trainfog). But the cJa:im of the 



applicant fer appd ntrn€r.t en ccrnpas:::icnate grounds was again rejeclec on 

:!l:irnsy grounds v:ic5e order catea L..5.97. · ·It :is statec that request c:f 

,the applicant wa::: rejected en flimEy grcunas anc approach oi the 

:resi:cncents while r€jecUng the appJ :icat kn ci the applicant haEl been 

arbHrary and a:iscr:imfoatcry. 'Ihereicre, by the pre.:ent appJicat:icn the· 

appl:icanl again has approached th:is Tdbunal icr the rel:ie:f as above. 

3. Reply was iilec. In the reply it :is stateo that case oi the 

applicant was ccnsiderec by the Circle Selection Cornrn:ittee on 10.ll.94 

anc rejecte:o on the grcuna that the purpose d prcvioing :irnroeciale 

assi:::tance aces not exist in th:is case. Aggrieved by the cec:ision cf 

the Circle Selection Ccrnrn:ittee~ the appl:icanl filec an OA 358/9~, ·v.tdch 

was 6eci6ec by th:is Tribunal v:ioe crcer catec 18.2.97 wHh the direction 

tc assecs 1 evaluate ano ccns:icer the case of the applicant :in strkt 

ccmpliance with the :instructicns given :in the OM cateo 30.6.94, issuec 

by the Ministry o:f Personnel, Public Gt:ievances anc Pensicns (Deportment 

cf Personnel and 'Iraining). ll is statec that :in the l:ight oi the 

cec:i.sicn a c5etaiJec5 repcrt was prepare6 an6 placec be:icre the Circle 

Select.icn Cornrn:i ttee as well as the Chief Post Master General being 

Chairman o:f the Commit tee :fer ccns:iceraticn anc5 after corefuJ 

ccriEiceraticn en the mer.:i ls oi the case, .reject ea the claim o:f the 

a~plicanl icr ccmpass:icnate appcintment in the department. It is stated 

that income cf Rs.2500/- per anr.um was with the e:ppljcant :from the 

unirrigatec .piece o:f lane anc beth the sens of the deceased eropJoyee are 

rnajcr t mar dee and ca~ble cf earning Rs • .2000;- per mcnth to. roa:intajn 

the family. In this way it is statec that the appljcant has nc case anc 

t.his OA is cevcio cf any. merit and liable lo be cjsrnisseo. 

4. Heare the learned ccunsel :fer the parUes ana aleo perused the 

whole recorc5. 

5. The main grcund ior rejecUcn c:f application cf the applicant :in 

pursuance cf _the cr6er calec 18.2.97~ passed by the 1Iribunal 1 was that 

thne was a :inccme cf Rs.2500/- per annum :frcm the un:irrigateo lane to 

the applicant anc beth sons c:f ·the deceased are earning Rs.2000/- per 

mcnth by c5cing labour. 'Ihere :is nc bps:is tc the abcve'facts menticne·o 

:in the impugned crder c:f rejection. As regarcs :income; f:t:cm unir:rigate6 

lane :is ccncerne6, Sarµmch,- Gram Fanchayat Bassi t has is.:ue6 a 

cert:i:ficat.e that ,Shr:i Chhitar ·Mal Meena (the applicant) :is havjng 4 

Beegha 17 Biswa lane within the judso:icticn cf_ Gram Gudha 1 'Iehsil 

Bass:i n but it is unirr:igatec lane~ lhereicrE i the applicant :is r.ct 

having any income cut cf the lane. In the same wayl there :is nc basis 
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. tc aEsesE and evaluate the inccme c:f ·Shd Chhi tar Mal anc Babu Lal i' 

whkh js mentionEc5 as Rs.2000/- per menth in the report preparec by the 

respendents. It 'is alsc aernitted by the respondents that at present 

Shri Chhitar Mal and Babu Lal 1 beth the sens o:f the deceasec ernpleyee, 

are net getting the family pension as they have crcsseo the age c:f 25' 

years. ·In the :repcr:t cated L'L..4.97 gfoen' by 1the Superintencent c:f Pest 
( ' 

Of:fices, Rural 1 JaiP,Jr1 it has been ~pEci:fically mentiqnec5 that both the 
' . 

sens were cepenoant - uJ?on the 6Eteasec5 ano thefr :financial pcsiticn i~ 

net geed ane·the :family is having the status cf a pocr man. The repcrt 

6atec5 22.4.97 itsel:f aOniits the iact that :family e:f the deceasec5 ~s in 

indigent circ.umstances at the time e:f his death ano still the. :family c:f 

the ae·ceasec.b though having two majcr sens, is havfog poor 1inancial. 

status, having indigent circumstances anc5 in distress. 

6. In umesh Kumar .Nagpal v.· state o:f Haryana1 (1994) 4 sec 1S81 a 
' . 

Bench cf twc jucges pointed cut that; "the' "'ncle cbject c:f granting 
,' 

compassionate emplGyrnent is to enable the family to tide ever the su66€n 

crisis. 'Ihe cbject is net. to give a membe1 cf such family a pest much 

less a pest fer pest helc by the c5eceasec5." In Jagoish Prasad v. State 

of Bihar-11 (1996) 1 sec 301 t Hon 'ble the Supreme: Court has observe6 that I 

"the· very cbject cl appointment c1 a .oepeneant c1 the dec(;ased emplcyEeE 
. .·"'!\.' \ I 

whc cie in harness is te jlelieve unexpecte~ immeciate ~re.ship anc 

c5istress causec5 tc the family by SUCcen cemise of the earning IDEmb€r Ci 

the :family." In another case, Director of Education (Seconcary) anc 

Ancthe:t v. PuEhpendra Kumar ano othere, 1998 sec (L&S) 1302. it was helc 

that; "the cbjEct underlying, a prevision :fer grant cf ccmpassicnate 

empleyment is tc enable the :fam:ily cf aeceasec EmpJoyeE tc tic5e over the 

succen criEiE resu~ting du€ tc 6eath cf the bread earner which haeo leH. 

the :famDy in penury and withcut a-!11' means cf livelihoea~ Out of pure 

humanitarian ccnsideration anc having regarc tc the fact that unleEE 
, 

some scurce cf livelihccd is prov:ideo the ·:family woul6 net be able tt 

make beth encs rneeth a prcvisien js mace fer giving gainful appcintrnent 

tc cne cf the. aepencants c:t the ceceased who may be eligible :tor such 
' . t II at=pcmtmen • Jn the instant case t Shri Kajcc Mal Meena aieQ fo the 

year i993 leaving the - family in indigent circumstances. 'Ihe applicant 

is perEuing the matter fer appointment Ch ccmpass.,icnate grouncs whh the 
,. . . 

6epartment arid in case c:f rejection by the c5epartment i apprcaC.hea the 
I ' ' . . 

Tribunal. On evaluation mace by th_e cepartment regaroing financial 

-stat u~ cf the appl frant ,. it appear-ea that stat us of the· applicant was 

peer. Meaning ther~by, ,the at:plicant fs sU 11 having :incigent 

cir'C:urnstances and in the facts c.nd circumstances· c:f this case ana legal 

pcsitien .cited as· abcve, the appl icarit, ]s entitJea· tc be ccnsioerec fol 

' ' 
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appd ntment en compassionate grcunos en any f:Uitabl€ fCSt. 

7. 1, therefore, allow this OA ·anc direct the re.:pcnoents tc ccnsicer 

the case cf the applicant for appdntment en ccmpass:icnate grcuncs on 

any suitable pc:::t within thr€'€ months frcrn the date oi receipt of a copy 

of this crder. Ne crcer as to costs. 

v~__i_ 
(S.K.AGARWAL) 

.,, 
MEMBER (J) 


