IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

CVIL APPEAL NO 432 OF 2011
(@ SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TI ON(C) NO. 7119 OF 2006)

LAXM BAl ... APPELLANT(S)
VERSUS

UNION OF I NDI A & ANR. ... RESPONDENT( S)

ORDER

Leave granted.
W have heard |earned counsel for the appellant and

| earned Solicitor General of |ndia.

This appeal emanates from the judgnent and order dated
12.3.2004 of the Rajasthan H gh Court delivered in D.B.Cvil Wit
Petition No.2282 of 1998. By the inpugned judgnent, the H gh Court
has reversed the judgnent of the Central Admnistrative Tribunal,
Jai pur.

Learned counsel for the appellant submts that the husband
of the appellant-Chauthmal was regularized in service vide order
dated 8.5.1972. Once he was regularized in the year 1972 then the
question of his getting screened for regularization in the year 1977
did not arise. In this case the husband of the appellant admttedly
died in 1975 but before that he was regul arized. In this view of
the matter, the inpugned judgnent of the H gh Court cannot be
sust ai ned. Consequently, the appellant would be entitled to al

consequential benefits, including famly pension.



We direct the respondents to ensure that the outstanding
paynment, including the famly pension is granted to the appellant
wi thin three nonths.

This appeal is, accordingly, disposed of, leaving the

parties to bear their own costs.

................... J.
( DALVEER BHANDARI )

................... J.
( DEEPAK VERMA)

NEW DELHI ;
10TH JANUARY, 2011



