IN THE CENTRAL ADM STRATIVE TRIBUNAL
v s t-PRINCIPAL:-BENCH, NEW DELHI. -

0A.N0.178/95
fDated~thiSfthe 21st: day of February, 1995

Shri N.V. Krishnan, Hon. Vice Chairmén(A)»

V- Dr.. &. Vedavalli, Hon. Member (J)

 Smt.. Sushila-Devi,

W/o Late Shri H.B. Kishore, - ..
R/o 1579, Sector 'Y, -Pocket-I1,

Vasant Kunj, New Delhi . . ...Applicant

By Advocate: shri 6.N. Sharma. P
versus.. . -

1. o Union’of India through-the\

Caeysn Secretary, .-

Ministry  of Urban Development, - -
Government of India, Nirman Bhawan, :
New De]hi.r :
26 Execubive~Engineer, '6' Division, :
.C.P.4.Ds-East Block-1I, Level-11,
R.K. Puram, New Delhi. -

. 3. . smt. Durga Devi,

.. W/o Late Shri Narinder Kishore. -
. Allottee/Resident of Government Quarter,
(Type-11/Type-8) No.96, Kidwai. Nagar,
New Delhi. - » - - .
By Advocate: Nonere
.. 0RDER (Oral)
- .(By Shri N.V. Krishnan)

We. have- heard the learned counsel - for the

app1icant.lwm

2.+ -The applicant  beforewuswis.stated to be: the

_mother of late Shri- Narinder Kishore, who was a

Draughtsmanmm&nder the 2nd respondent,. the. Executive

Engineer, C.P.W.D., R.K. Puram, New Delhi. It is

stated. that.- before his death, Shri Narinder Kishore

. married the 73rd respondent Smt. purga Devi. Shri

Narindenm‘Kishone 'died of an acci&ent on 3.3.92.  In

respectudf various dues payable to the legal heirs, it

: appears.that'the applicant filed a.civil suit No.47/93

"

...Respondents.




. made a ment1

in the court of tha sub~Judge ‘Ist Glass;be?hw. Bn”ﬁhe 

last occasion, the learned counsel for the. appilaant‘ <$f£

on about - the comprumwse decree that ﬁas

drawn up. . MWe, therefore, é%rastnd him to file & capy ',; f

o of that cemprom1sa decree. Tﬁﬁ‘appliﬁant has f1}eé an

' uncertr%ted copy of that decree@ as it is étated“ihat~

the certif§ed copy has still not become avai?ébﬂe

though an application has been made for it.

3. It is seen that on 13 7.94, a camprumxse was o

recorded: between the app\wcant oh the one: hand

p1aihtiff »before the civil court and the present 3 _j"
respondents, who were éefendants in thewr suits ‘13;5 
terms of the compromise, an order was passed 0n 

13.7. 94, accard1ng to uh1ch, the defenéant No. 3

3rd respondent,k will pay a sum of Rs.S@ Oﬂﬁf~ ta the k  ,

p%aint1ff 1nc1uding R$ 15, 0@6!», wh%ch the plaiﬂtwff~’“'
u1d get on account of insurance of the deceased*. In
the circumstances, thgi suit  was d1$m1ssed astj;gl

compromised.

4@~vvw\ The appl1cant feeis that she shsu?é have?? 
received a larger share when she came to knes that a"f:
fufthér amount ~ of Re.22, 818/~ was due te be paaé §ygi
the 2nd‘raspcndent-~ere1atang,rta - the death lankeé;_ﬁ
1nsurance scheme. The a&b1icant’wretevto the 2nd§f
respondent on 26.12.94 (Annexura A-3) raquast%ng hzmT  -
that this amount should nat be paid to the Bréf’h
respcndent Smt Durga - Dev1, _as this amount was net?tk
| mentioned in. the civil court. He was ‘also 1nt1mateéf
that the applicant. has des1red to f11e an app}1cat1an;i,
in this Tribunal. The aap%ﬁcaﬁt was 1ﬂf@¥ﬁ3ﬁ by th¢f 

anne2ure A-1 1etter of the an respanéeat dated‘f 




=aan1rcumstaaﬁes, that thas 8& hr, h&en

Adé&mﬁ%man taf ﬂurre:'*“

17 §amaun15a¥ Rs.22,318i*

wgcauftk@%deréwhiﬂhfﬁésypassgé‘35

e haﬁeihﬁarﬁ tha;: arneé caungM
n;;aut %hat A ihs‘cvx1¥ cea‘;i;the éefaﬁﬁ nt N
:'1seé an aé}&et%ﬁa M_fi§~th%wguriséi tiﬁﬂ
~:,§;aeurt, whach uas ﬁat decaded and a ceapra;ts

: "c;ﬁasrsaﬁseé« He eontends that tha 0réaf of t

;.guch; ‘aﬂmaﬂiﬁscanﬂnt be%ae&t%




:is a civil disputefand has to béisettlad’by tﬁe ci#{?

 fthe'c1v11 court has a1ready pasgad an order,, ﬂe =3ée’

1. The 0A is dwsposed of accardxng%y.,

ourt af competent jur1sd1ct1on.“1n thé~pre$eﬂt'¢asé;

~f f the view that the c1a1m in rgspect d@f wh1ch, th1s,
DA has been f11ed cannot be hearﬁ by us. It 15 b&ycné‘
our 3ur1sd1c£ion. , Accordwng1y,  we d1rect tﬁﬁ
Regqstrar to return to the apaiﬁcént sne copy ef the
Aiapp11cataan for presentat1an before the appropmami

gourt,

A BN

(Dr. A Vedaval11) i o o (N.V, Krzshnan)
« Meuber(&) SED g 4 Vice Ehawrman(A)




