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rn THE CEll'IFAL .z~rt--nnrsTFATIVE TPIBUPJ·JL, JAIFUP BEn-:H, JAIPUR 

Smt. Chh·:.t i 1 E 1 Wl.:. latE Shd Hatd b !l.hmE-d aged aJ:..:u t .35 years 

resident .:.f C,'.:. Ab::1ul H.:,fi:: rh:.n, Sugar !'<Jill gatE:, Feshav Pai Patan, 

Distt. Bundi (Raj.) 

•• Applicant 

Versus 

1. Uni ·=·n ·=·f India tht-.:,u-;Jh Go:nerc.l ManagE:r, West ern Pail Hay, 

Chur.::hgat e, Bombay. 

Ratlam. 

Respondents 

Mr. Shiv Kumar, •XoUnsel fc·r tho: a1:.pli .::ant 

Mr. M. Ra f i q, c.:.unsel f .:•r the res~_:.ondE:n t s 

CORAM: 

H.:·n 1 ble Mr. Ratan Prc,kash, Judicial Member 

ORDER 

Per Hon 1 ble Mr. Fa tan PraJ:ash, Judi ci.:!l Member 

Apr_:.li·::ant 2mt. Chh·:•ti 1 B1
, \dd·:•\v ,:,f l.~te Shri Habib A.hmeo:l, has 

appr.:a.::he.::l this Tribunal undE:r S-s•::U.:on 19 .:·f the Administrative 

grant her family t:.ensi·:·n and .:.th-=t· clt1•::s .:,f her de·::.:c.st:d hustoand ircm 

the due date as J_:Er tlJles al.:.n~t·lith arrears. 

2. Fads ~,;hich are uncli st:utE:d are that the cle.:easro Shri Habib 

Ahmed, hust.ancl ·=·f thE: .:tpr_:.lic.snt, w-as initially apJ_:":dnted on 

18.1.198~ as a casual Ddver in the .:,ffi;:e <:•f E:·:ecutiv-: EngineEr 

(2.[/~), Patlan·, Western Paihvay (no::i\v at Ahmedabad Western Paih .. -ay). He 
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( s.::,c), Westen. Paih1ay, AJ1emadabacl f·:.r release ·=·f fQirdly r:-ensio:·n and 

10.1.19~'~·. Havint;~ heard n·:,thing, she h.=,s l:een .::cmr:.;lled t.:, file this 

applicati.:.r. t.:. .:::laim the af.:.resaid reliefs. 

\vTitten rEt:·ly t.:• vkdd1 nc• rej.:oinder has been filed. The starid <::of the 

resJ.Z•ndents bas been that Shri Habib Ahmecl, the de.:::eased husb3nd .Jf 

tt.e applic.::mt, J:.ein.; .:·nl~r a temr:•:.t·at}' status h:.lder till he e:-:pit-ed 

appli.::::ant is n.:t entitled t·:· any benefHe \·ihkh are alleged t.:. J:.e 

admissible t.:. a tc:mt:.:.rary railWE.ty servant. Their a•:::ti.:.n in denying 

r= -·. The only p.:..int fc·r determinati•:.n in this OA is vlhether the 

h·:·lcler is entitled t.:. family l_jEnsi.:.n. 

settled by H:>r1 'ble the Supreme C.:urt in the case ·=•f Uni.:.n ·:·f Injia 

l~ vs. F·at.iya Bil:aner repot·te:l in JT 1~1::0 (S·:) E' \·lh-:t·ein H.:.n'ble the 

h.=J n.:t 1:-een rc:gularisec1 till death is n.:.t entitle:d t.:. t·etiral 
~ 

tenefits in.::ludin;J famHy r.:.e:nsi.:.n. While layin•;J d:iwT• this rule, 

India Vs. SuJ:hanti anc1 A.nr. SLP (0::) n~ .. 33-!1/93 decided ·:n 30.7.1996 
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and had distinguishEd its cle;d s:i.:on in PrathaJ De vi Vs. Uni·:·n of 

India, (1996) 7 sec 27 • 

. de.::eased husJ:.ancl Shd Habib Ahm8:1 wfi.:, cliecl .:.n ~.: .• ::::.1·~,9~ as a 

temr:.orary status h<:·lcler t.ef.:.n: he .::;:.u1cl be re.;,ularise-::1 ·=·r absm-t.ed 

in regular ,::.=tc1re. c.:,nse.:Juently th..:- issue/ is cledded in the negative 
I 

and is answere-d accordino~ly. 

8. The o.n. thus has no merit ancl, theref.:.re, it is dismissed with 

nco order as tr) r:osts. 

(Ratan Prakash) 

Judicial Member 
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