
Reserved 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIBUNAL 

ALLAHABAD BENCH 

ALLAHABAD 

Dated: This the 19th day of July 2019 

HON’BLE MR. RAKESH SAGAR JAIN, MEMBER – J 

Original Application No.330/00365/2018 

Km. Pratiksha daughter of Late Shri Om Prakash resident of Gali No.1, 

Shankarpuri, Tehsil Shikohabad, District Firozabad. 

.................. Applicant 

By Adv:  Shri Anmol Tiwari 

V E R S U S 

1. Bharat Sanchar Nigam Limited, through it C.M.D. B.S.N.L.  Bharat 

Sanchar Bhawan, New Delhi 110001. 

2. Assistant General Manager (A-II, Telecom, (Establishment Section), 

Uttar Pradesh, West Telecom Circle, IVth Floor, Shashtri Nagar, Meerut. 

................ Respondents  

By Adv:  Shri D.S. Shukla 

O R D E R 

1. The present O.A. has been filed by applicant Km. Pratiksha seeking 

following reliefs:- 

 
“i. Quash the impugned order dated 04.08.2017 (Annexure 

No. A-1) passed by respondent No.2. 

 ii. Issue an order or direction commanding the respondent 

No.2 to re-consider the claim of the applicant for 

appointment on compassionate ground under Dying in 

Harness Rules in place of his father namely Om Prakash by 

giving the 10 marks in place of 4th column prescribed for 

widow. 
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 iii. Issue any other order or direction which this Hon’ble 

Tribunal may deem fit and proper under the facts and 

circumstances of the case. 

iv. Award cost of the application”. 

 

2. Case of applicant Pratiksha is that on death of her father Om Prakash 

on 02.12.2010 while in service of respondents department, she filed an 

application for appointment on compassionate ground which was 

rejected by respondent No. 2 vide impugned order dated 04.08.2017 

on the ground that applicant obtained 50 marks which was less by 5 

marks so as to qualify for appointment on compassionate grounds.  

 
3. The impugned order 04.08.2017 reads as under:- 

 
“mi;qDZr fo”k; ds laca/k esa vkidks voxr djkuk gS fd ekuuh; U;k;ky; 

ds vkns’k fnukad 16-1-2017 ds vuqlkj e`rd deZpkjh dh e`R;q ds le; 

vkosnd ik vkfJrrk fu/kkZfjr dj mlds nkos dk fuLrkj.k djus ds fy, 

dgk gSA mijksDr okn la[;k 330@00988@2015 ds laca/k esa vkidks 

voxr djkuk gS fd vuqdaik ds vk/kkj ij fu;qfDr ds ekeyks esa lacaf/kr 

bdkbZ dk dY;k.k vf/kdkjh] O;fDrxr :Ik ls e`rd ds vkfJrks ls feydj 

viuh ns[kjs[k esa lkjka’k QkeZ Hkjokrk gS rFkk lHkh izi= iw.kZ djokrk gSA 

vkidk ekeyk ifjeaMyh; mPpkf/kdkj lfefr ds le{k fnukad 30-05-2014 

dks izLrqr fd;k x;kA bl lac/k esa lfefr }kjk vkids ekeys esa Hkkjr 

lapkj fuxe fyfeVsM ds }kjk tkjh osVst vad iz.kkyh i= la[;k 

273&18@2005&ilZ&prqFkZ fnukad 27-06-2007 ds vuqlkj fu.kZ; fy;k 

x;kA 

 

bl laca/k esa vkidks voxr djk;k tkrk gS fd deZpkjh Lo0 Jh vkse 

izdk’k ‘kekZ Hkw0 iw0 Vh ,e dk;kZ0 ft0 nw0 i0 ftyk eSuiqjh dk 53 o”kZ 6 

ekg dh vk;q esa fu/ku gks x;kA e`R;q ds le; deZpkjh vius ihNs iRuh 

¼mez yxHkx 53 o”kZ½ o ,d iq=h dq izrh{kk ¼mez yxHkx 21 o”kZ½ NksM 

x;kA ifjokj Loa; ds edku esa jg jgk gSA vkidks :0 8630 $ vkbZ Mh , 

¼iwoZ la’kksf/kr isa’ku : 3923½ dh nj ls izfr ekg ikfjokfjd isa’ku rFkk 

dqy laokr fgrykHk : 17]67]574-00 dh /kujkf’k izkIr gqbZ gSA lkjka’k 

QkeZ esa vkids }kjk nks vkfJr rFkk ,d vfookfgr iq=h n’kkZ;h xbZ Fkh 

ftlds vuqlkj izR;sd vkfJr ds 5 vad rFkk vfookfgr iq=h ds 5 vad ds 

vuqlkj 15 vad fn;s x;s FksA 
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ch0 ,l0 ,u0 ,y0 }kjk vuqdaik dh tks fu;qfDr;ksa dh tkrh gS] og DOPT  

}kjk tkjh OM No. 14014/6/94 & LFkk ¼Mh½ fnukad 09-10-1998 ds 

vuqlkj] ikjnf’kZrk cuk;s j[kus ds fy, ch0 ,l0 ,u0 ,y0 eq[;ky; }kjk 

osVst vad iz.kkyh 273&18@2005&ilZ&prqFkZ fnukad 27-06-2007 tkjh dh 

xbZ gS rFkk vuqdaik vk/kkfjr fu;qfDr ds lHkh ekeys blh ds vuqlkj 

fuLrkfjr fd;s tkrs gS ftlds vuqlkj vkids dqy 25 vad cus FksA 

 

ekuuh; U;k;ky; ds vkns’k fnukad 16-01-2017 ds iSjk u0 10 ds vuqlkj 

rFkk Hkkjr lapkj fuxe fyfeVsM ds }kjk tkjh osVst vad iz.kkyh i= 

la[;k 273&18@2005&ilZ&prqFkZ fnukad 27-06-2007 ds vuqlkj osVst 

vad fuEufyf[kr gSA 

 

vkfJrks ds vad 5 vkfJr ¼ikap vad izfr vkfJr½ ¼vfookfgr 

iq=h 1 5 vad½ 

¼vf/kdre vad lhek 30½ ekuuh; U;k;ky; ds vkns’kkuqlkj 

30 vad 

Ikfjokfjd ias’ku ¼la’kks/ku iwoZ : 3923-00 vkbZ Mh , vFkok 

lhMh, 50 izfr’kr½ 

04 vad 

‘ks”k lsok vof/k ¼6 o”kZ 6 ekg½ ¼,d vad izfro”kZ½ 06 vad 

vkosnd osVst ¼iq=h vkosnd½ ¼fo/kok vkosnd dks 15 vad½ 00 vad 

Lksokar fgrykHk ¼: 17]67]574@&½ ¼:0 10 yk[k ls vf/kd ij 

‘kqU; vad½ 

00 vad 

vkokl ¼fdjk;s ds edku ij 10 vad½ ¼ekuuh; U;k;ky; ds 

vkns’kklkj½ 

10 vad 

dqy 50 vad 

bl izdkj ekuuh; U;k;ky; ds vkns’kkuqlkj ,oa Hkkjr lapkj fuxe }kjk 

tkjh vad iz.kkyh i= la[;k 273&18@2005&ilZ&prqFkZ fnukad 27-06-

2007 ds vuqlkj vkids ekeys esa fu;qfDr ds fy, 55 vad ls de gSA 

 

;g Hkh voxr djk;k tkrk gS fd vkidk ekeyk fnukad 30-05-2014 dks 

vk;ksftr gqbZ ifjeaMy dh mPpkf/kdkj izkIr lfefr dh cSBd ds le{k j[k 

x;kA fnukad 30-05-2014 dks ifjeaMy dk;kZy; esa mPPkkf/kdkj izkIr 

lfefr ls le{k dqy 62 ¼25 ekeys 55 vad ls vf/kd o 37 ekeys 55 vad 
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ls de½ j[ks x;s Abu ekeyks esa ls 55 vad ls vf/kd ds 18 ekeyks ij 

lfefr }kjk laLrqfr dh x;h rFkk 55 vad ls de ds 37 ekeyksa dks fujLr 

djus dh flQkfj’k dh FkhA bUgh ekeyks esa vkids ekeys esa 25 vad gksus 

ds dkj.k fujLr djus dh flQkfj’k dh x;hA vc ekeys esa ekuuh; 

U;k;ky; }kjk tkjh vkns’k ds vuqlkj mijksDrkuqlkj 50 vad curs gSA 

vr% mi;qZDr rF;ksa ds vk/kkj ij ekeys esa 55 vad ls de gksus ds dkj.k 

vkidk ekeyk Hkkjr lapkj fuxe fyfeVsM }kjk tkjh osVst vad iz.kkyh ds 

vuqlkj iqu% fujLr fd;k tkrk gSA” 

 
4. In substance as per impugned order, in terms of O.M. and B.S.N.L 

policy, the applicant got 25 points, which is less than minimum 55 

points which is to be secured by the applicant to be considered for 

appointment on compassionate ground. In the meeting of competent 

authority there were 62 cases out of which 25 cases had more than 55 

points and 37 cases had less than 55 points and 18 cases were 

approved and recommendation of rejection of 37 cases having less 

than 55 points was made. Therefore, the case of applicant having less 

than 55 points was recommended for not being accepted. Now as 

per direction of Hon’ble Court, applicant’s points are calculated 50. 

Therefore, the points in your case being less than 55 are once more 

rejected. 

 
5. Applicant challenges the impugned order dated 4.8.2017 on the 

ground that the marks have not been properly calculated and 

therefore, the impugned order is manifestly illegal and based on 

wrong facts and calculation.  Hence, the present O.A. 

 
6. In the counter affidavit, respondents have taken the plea that 

calculation of the marks allotted to applicant were made properly 

and in accordance with the rules and, therefore, rightly calculated 

and there is no infirmity in the marks awarded to the applicant. 

 
7. I have heard and considered the submissions of learned counsel for 

the parties and gone through the pleadings on record. 

 
8. Looking to the facts and circumstances of the case and the 

contention of learned counsel for the applicant that the marks have 

not calculated properly which forms the basis for acceptance or 
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rejection of the prayer of the applicant for being given appointment 

on compassionate basis, in interest of justice, applicant may file 

detailed representation within a period of two weeks before 

respondent No.2 showing the manner in which the miscalculation of 

the marks has been made by the respondents and what is the correct 

calculation of the marks to be awarded to her. Respondent No.2 shall 

consider the aforementioned representation made by the applicant 

within a period of 2 months from the date of receipt of a certified 

copy of the order and to see whether the calculation of the marks 

have been made in accordance with the policy laid down in the OMs 

and B.S.N.L. policy and pass the reasoned and speaking order with 

intimation to the applicant.  

 
9. O.A is accordingly disposed of. No order as to costs. 

 
 

(RAKESH SAGAR JAIN) 
       Member (J) 

 

 Manish/- 


