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Thi s the Srtl ,ja5r of Ju 15t, 2OOr

HON'BLE SHRr V-K-I"|AJOTRA, I'IEI-IBER (A)

Flavin AILrert Aind $/O Late Actril.esh Aitrtl,
9(;6, {}ector*IV, R-K,.Puram,
l"lew DeI lti*l^l^tlo?? " Appl ican t

( By $hri S-C-Scren, Advocate )

'*versus*

t^- Union of India througlr
Ministry of Finance
( Deptt - of Au.Jit antl Accottnts J "
tlor tlr Block " Netrr DeL hi*110OO1"
thrr:uglr i ts SecretarY -

Cornptrol ler ancJ Audi tor Gener al of IncJia "
lO, Bahadu rshalr Jaf ar l"iarg 

"
l.lew DeI hi*11O001^ -

Principal. Accor:ntant Genera l
f. AAE ) I Bi har and Jhar l<l'rarr,J "
P-0-DorantJa, Ranchi. Respc,rrdent*

a"*B*u*E -B ( oRAL )

Appticant has challenge'C rejectiorr of lris

a1:pI i catiotr f 6r 'rOOointmept on compassioniste g16un<Js.

Appl ican t's f atfter $hri Achi lesh Aind " Setr iop Accclurt tan L

in ttre off icEr 6f Flr'i nc i pa1 Acc6unt;ant Gerreral , Hanchi ,

died irr ftarness ayt ll^-l^2-19$8- Responclents hind irrforrnecl

flppticant vi<ie letterrs date<J 2I"7L-L999, L?-"1"?OOt) and

:?.L -l-2-2OO1 that lris case fuas lreen f inally r'*:,i6rcte<i-

L^etter tJated ?1. - l-O - 2OO? a1so commuyr i cated the deci si,r:t'r

r6gar,ling reiectiotr of applicant's clairn f 6r enrplc-ryment

crrl compas;si onate grounde, -
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?- The learneri cortnsel ,:f appl iratrt

Frafulit

:statecj t lrat

Aind i * flt'l. r,'rl"riIe applicant's nrat; her Snrt-
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-2''

Biilra{ -,-.



a

?

eapn ing member Worl.(in$ as; Clerk j.tr the Stat;e Governmen t"

of Jharkhan<J on a rfronthly incorne of Rs-4OOO'*5OOO" she has3

a pumber of deperrclents to Suptlort, namely, o1.J nrother crl'

L[e dr*cease<J ernployee, lrer^ (]r,\rrl olrJ rnother an<j t[rree ($orr s,,

crrlE, of whom i s; a studettt r:rf Class*X and tt"lo others;,

Lfuclugh graduate$, are unerlrployed- Tlre leapnt:<i counssel

stated that itr terms r:f DOP&T CIM dated I - l-o " 199s orr the

:s;r:bject of revised consnl i<Jatecj irrstructit:ns orl tl-re

scheme f r:r compag sionate appoirrtmerr t: , f;'ven where tftere i s;

i,t\ rea,ly flrl earrtirrg rrernber tlr the family"- rJClmpas$i,rnate

at)pfii.ntment should be cot-r s;idered in .Jeset virrg cases-

5- The father of ap1:l-icant Hfro tnas a Government

servant ,lied on t] -i-2-1"998. AFart ft-om t.he retiral

l:enef i Ls receivecl by tfue larni 1y c,f tl're deceased

Q6vernmertt enpl(]yee, the rnotlrer af apl:1 icatt t iss a Statt:r

Goverrrrnent grnployae- T[e obiect of ttre sclterne its to

ppovide appcl intrnent on comFassliunat* gr6utrcl tcr i:'1

rl<lpen<lerrt family rnerrbrlr t+hetr tf^re farnily is lefL in perrury

arr<l r.u itl-rot-tt i{uy m$an^B crf 1i vEtl i hocr+l - In the present

ci:1s8, the deati'r cf Lhe Gnvernnrent enrployee occurrrgcl rnore

than three y$ars ago., Ther rnotlrei' of ap:pIicant. is flrr

ea.rning mernbet^ as a $tate Gsverrtrnent enrployr3e,. T[e

f Ami I y Crf thu. .leC$.'t$fl'*J Government. ernrployee has t'eCei Vt-rr:J

retiral berrel' its" Respcn.Jertts irave rejerctticl al)p1 ic;ttir:n

r:f ;:1pp)ic:ant; in t;he )-igtht of t;he rs]evant itrstructic.rtri

t:.6rrta inecl i1r CII4 <Jate*l I - IO..l-?98 arrcj OI4 rjated ?$ - -1-l^ " ^l^9+4

and alsc tlre ,lecisir:n af ttre Hc;tr'[-, 1e Suprerne Court daLe:,1

r.i-5-19'14 irr l-he casff of Umesh Kr- Nagpal vs' State of

Haryana and Ors-
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4. In viet^l of t['re f acts of thi s cas,e as alsc, tlrer

at)pl ication of the af orestatecJ rnernor arrda atrcj the tJeci*iorr

6f tl-re Supreme Court ci.ted k>y rers;:orrclents, I do n6t f ind

6]1y ipfirmity irr tl"re decision of respotrdentss t+hertsby they

have rejected the requesl'- af flpplicant; for appr:itrtment r:rt

conrpassionate grounds,. The Or\ is {irirnissetJ itr Iirnine,

tl-reref ora -

Vra4 tt;
( V" K- i"iaiotr-a )

Member (A)
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