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CENTRAL AD.V!IL'HS'l't<A'rI VE 'l'tUBt..JNA.L 
JAIPUt< B~NCrl : JAIPUK 

Hanuman Sahai Meena S/':J Sht:i Sniv Ram t\oleena IJy cast 1vie-:n3, a~~d ar::.::>uc 
22 yaat.·s, re3id.;nt of Village, Gotn-ki-patti, p.:is-:: t{l13L"-t\aja, l'an • 
. Jamw:ira~am, Jaipur. 

• • • Aopl i :::ant. 

versus 

l. Union of India through the Secretary t,'.) i:ne G.::ivt. :.f I•1jia, 
DepartiTl~nt of P0sts, JJak Bhawan, S.ansad Marg, New Delni. 

2. Cnief Postm.2ster G~necal, Rajasthan Circle, Jaipur-'/. 

_3. Superintendent: Post Office, in Dn. Jaipur. 

tVlr. P. N. Jatt i counsel tor tne applicanc.. 
Mr. N. c. Goyal c.Junsel f-:•r the resp.:1ndents. 

COAAM 

Hon' ble t\olr. L{. 1.\. fJp:tdnyaya, A0:t11in istrat iv.:: M.:mt1et.·. 
Hon'ble Mr. Bnarat Bhushan, Judicial Memoec. 

: Ot<DE: R ( Ot<AL ) : 

Le2rned counsel for cne applicant .st:ites tnat:. r:ais a.pp! i. :::at ;_,,n na.:; 

been filed seekin9 .:::eompassionate apPOintinent on . tne deatn .)f tn~ 

g,.:-vernment servant Snri Sniv Ram 1Vleena wh;:i died in nacnes:; •m 

19.03.19·:1·:1. It is pointE!d eiu t tnat the claim ot c.he .:lP:?l.icant nas oeen 

cejected vi-je imr_:>119na:j ot."der datC!j 04.03 • .2003 (A:ine:·:UL"E:! A-1) :;n i:ne 

ground th.at there was no va,:::an.::y. H'a "as invited at:.cencion c,) c.ne 

Government C•f Indi.:i [OJ?.~·r 0.\1 dat.;d 0~;.0~·.'200.:' (3wa;r1y•s Naw..:: July 2003) 
J~-

whit::h ~ st ipulate3 that tn.: 0:::as~s of the ::.:.mi?as:;:L)nate df:i!?Oi•1tmenc 

sn.Juld be review.ad it the 3atrte wece r.aject.ed tot."' want of va:::a11:::ies 

within 5% quota for sucn appvintm=nts. 

2. Leam.:,j 0x1uns.:l f.x· tne rasp:indents h.:is ot;:p:is:.J cni.s a9plicar:ion 
.v--

and filevl. reply. According t•:i nim, tnis i3 not a tic case t•)r 

c::>mr_:>2s.:ii.")nat-: app::iintm.:nt. Ra.;lardinq [0P&·r •)M jatect 0:5 .o:.. :2003, :. c is 

stated that the same is 9rr:1spa1:::tive and .:::ann.Jt o.; applied in mis c:t.s.:. 

If tnis Oi".l is applied tne pee.sons al cead'{ in ta.a queu ~ t::>r 

compassionate :ippoincment will be prejudiced. 
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tne material available on record. 
L-

4. ·rhe prayer •:if ti1e :ipolicant nas bean l:'eje . .::ted ·Jn :issumption .')f the 3in:rr<G 
financial condition of - the family. Rete_l:'enc~~-~ls.;, ~n m.:ide to 

Government of India instru·::tions ft;'$/ ·~iv in~ .::.::m~s.si.:m:ite appointment 

for vacancies available within the stipulated 5S?.s direct recruitment 

vacancies. 

5. In our view, tne re::;ponli::nts should reconsid.ar t.ne case :>f tne 

applicant as per Government of India OM dated 05.05.2003 (supra). If 

the applicant 1 s ca.se w.:is not .:"onsidered meritixious enough in the year 

when the committee considel:'ed the ·:::ise of t_he applicant, the .same ,t· 
~·I;! »LC·'\·,..,_ t t. (i l( )j l' 

should be reviewed as per this dire·::tion. ·rne arguement tnat thistts • 

prospective and •:>thers will be prejudiced is rejected be-:ause the very 

object o.f this Cii'1 dated 05.05.::2003 is t•J e:{tend tne banefic on reviaw 

m: the cases which were earlier raje.::ted. ·1necef•xa, tne resp:>ndents 

are directed to consider the case of the applicant and review the.same 

wnile considering the ·::ases of comp:issi.:•n:ite .:ipp:>intment against tne 

vacandes avail:iole .:it che time of next commitcee meeting i,p terms ot 
Tr-

0i1 dat.ad 05.05.2003 within a oeriod of six Ire- . -
applicant maventormed of the decision taken. 

montns fr~ 1_::iay. ·.rne 

'"'D.---
6. In view of what .- has neen dis..::ussed in tne pre·::eding paragr:-apns, 

the OA Ls disposed of :iccordingly. 

Ci2-· T-8H-t-1.S-H-AN-) ---

M8M81!'.R (J) 

---~-~- __ ,_ ...---------- -----

(R. K. UPADHYAYA) 

,"1E;M5ER (A) 


