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is case comes before the Court on Cro

5 Motions for
Summary Judgment.

The Court finde that t.ere ara nc gevu1neu

KA ; issues as to any materia; faﬂts.‘ The sallent facgs are that

R b deuedent Will Iiley, a member of the Publi~ Emplovecs Re—b
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PR R ttiremept System dled on Gctobar 17 1972 survive& bv hls second
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SR k‘a and widow, Bleanor Rilev, and a minor son.z Deceden* Riley E |
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prior marrlage resulte& in three chaldren wno we*e 1iv1ng in -

the home of his first wifa from.ihom he was divarceu, snch
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divorce decree awarding custoﬁy to'nis wifa. After ﬂr. Riley s

death ﬁis‘second wife, nleanor “iley, made applicat;on for

survivor’s bHenefits under the PEEQ laws.

No such payments have
) been made during the pendency of

*his action. Plaintiffs are

the minor children of the first marriage, represent

d by their
guarcian ad litenm.

“he issue nresented is tha validity of pay-

mants to the decedent® 5 second wife-widow as opposed to his minor

children from a prior marriage to whom he was paying Court ordered




the Cou:t £inds that the appropriate Revisad Code seotion 145345
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eath cr retixament of public em@loyees, such a discrimination
iﬁ unconsitutional, absent a valid Stata-intarest 1n favor of

foeo s £l ”;uis R
o

vtﬁe‘distmnction~‘ Finding none, {hé Cburt cdncludes‘
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avisedﬁCode ia tafprovidc fow the=supporﬁ of dependents upon th‘rw;;;f
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