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CE T AL AO I~IS1RATIVE TRIEU~ L 
ALLAHABAD BENCH , AL L HABAD 

Original Applic2tion No. 142 cf 1990 

Smt. Anj ni Devi ••• • • Applicants. 

V E s u s 

Union of India & the rs 0 •••• R~epondents. 

Hgn'bl~ ~r. M.K.Sinh•, ber-J 

One ~mt. Anjani Devi clairnin~ herself 

cs the widou of l•te Lala li~e Laley 5/C 

late Jangali, permanently employed in class IV 

service as Gangnan en 28.1.1960 under P.ermanent 

bJay Inep!! ctor, Northern Ra1luay , All•haba9 who 

died on 4.2.1989 in the Railway heepital, 

Allahabac due to T.B. has claimed the µnsionary 

benefits etc and other dues ef the deceaeed 

~mpleyee ae th~ leg.ally married \..life which hae 

since been denied to her by the respondents 

inspite of representations in writing ae well 

as reque s ting them orally and praduce 

relevant document of procf in respect ther ~cf . 

It was alleged that ~ome afficial~ of the 

Railway Administration in collusion with one 

Smt. Sugan Devi had m•naged the pQyment of the 

part of th~ eettlement dues to the s•id 

Su~•n Devi with=ut •ny knowledge of the applicant 

and that the pplic nt gave several remindere 

to the re~pondent5 without •ction , and theref re, 

the n~cessity of thi~ pplic ticn under Section 

19 of the Administrative Tribunal's Act, 1985 

pr~ying th t the respondents be directed tc 



• 

• 

-

- ") -... 

• 

m•ke paym~nts t the Qpplic•~t famil} pension 

etc . ~ith intere5t and further t• appoint her 

own eon Raja Ram under the Rule~ of the Hailuay 

Administration on compa s i onate ground upon the 

of the f mily. 

2. The respondent~ appe•red on n•tice and 

filed their C unter A f 1davit repudiating the 

claim of the applicant st ting interalia that 

after the death of late emplayee L~l•, the Gangm•n 

on 11.2.1909~is legally m·rried wife Swt. Sugan 

Devi, who on enquiry was found to e the g~nuine 

claimant has been paid her settlement dues. !t 

has been alleged that the certif ic.te cf the 

Gram Sabha, Annexure-1 aff idavit of Smt. Sugan Devi 

Annedure-3 statement of the a· plicant before the 

R~ilway Administration, Annexure-4 dnd the letter 

of the ~ailway Adminis ration dated 8 . 11.1990, 

Annexure-5 and letter dated 25.2.1991, Annexure-6 

would clearly show and prove th•t the applicant 

is not the l~gally married uif~ of the deceased 

employee Lala and as a matter of f ~ct she is 

widow Jf one Gapali and that her cl im th~t she 

is the wid w cf th~ dece~sed employee Lal~y, is 

a bogus claim set up en account of pressure 

12id en her by her son Raja fiam for ulterior 

gain. It wds further stated th•t the -pplic nt 

was asked by the Railway Administrcti n to prGduce 

succes ion certificate from the Court in respect f 

her t.Jecoming the widow C'f lat• L ley but the 

applic•nt h s not produce the s e bee u e her 

claim b~ing b gus, it h s been submitted th•t 

ttiis urplic. tion ~hould be dismis e~. 
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3 . The question fer con~ider•ti n l ~t er 

er net the 2pplic•nt is entitle o the reli~f"s 

cl•i~·d by her on the f•cte and circu st•ncec 

4 . I hnve th~ le rne d cr;un!:"' ls of the parties 

~nd have gone through the various dccuments 

filed in sup~crt of their respective cl•i~s . 

This Court i9 not d Court of fact uhere disruted 

questi n cf f•cts could b~ probed int and 

decided f r which the Court of contempt juris-

d icti n h s to decide ~s ta whether er net 

the pplic~n t is the leg•ll,· ~~rried wife f 

L•l• •li2s Laley or whe~h~r -mt. Sugan Devi 

is the leg~:ly m•rried wife of the Seid deceased 

employee. 

s. However, on perus•l cf the documents filed 

before this Tribun•l, it •ppears th•t the 

Railw•y Administration had , en due enquiry J 

found that Smt. Sugan Devi i s the wico f late 

l aley and ~dmittec her claim and settl~lher 

dues which has been paid to h~r. It is further 

clenr from Annexure-~ , which is a statement of 

the ap1 licant bef r~ the R•ilway Adminictratiar 

where she hnd admitted that she was not the 

widow cf late Lale} snd th~t she hdd filed her 

claim on dures3 an caercien ~ut by her s n 

uh had threatened her to kill if she did not 

lQy her cl~im a~ widow of late L.ley. It 

wculd further appe r fro Mnnexure- 4 ttlost 

before the B ilway Administration she h d 

admitted th t s s mctter of fact ohe w•s widow 

of one uopalji ha hdd olso expired . As ~9 in t 
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that,the reep ndents h ve produced Hnn~xure-1 

d•ted 14 . 4 . 1990 which is a c e rtificate fr m the 

Pradhan f Gr-m 5dbha ~t•ting the rein that 

Smt. Sugan Devi w ~ the wid u of Jangali and sh~ 

was the only wife gf late Lal• •nd he h•d n 

issue. This cocument ha~ been Guly attested by 

the members of the Gram Sabha . Annexure-2 dated 

10.2.1990 is anether certificate cf Pradhan of 

village ~anchayat th•t the applicant Anjani Devi 
. 

is the wife ef one Gopali S/O Shambu and that 

she has. 4 sons. This document is also attested 

by the members of the Gram Sabha. Ann~xure-3 

is the kffidevit shewn by Smt. Sug~n Devi dated 

27.12.1989 which en perusal would show that she 

has cle~rly stated en Affidavit ~hat she is the 

wife or late Laley~ 5/0 Jangali. 

6. On perusal of these •ocuments, it is 

a bswlutely clear th2t it has been proved by 

reliable and ccgent evidence befLr~ the Railway 

Adminietratian,which has found on enquiry to ~e 

genuin~ that Smt. Sugan Devi w~s the enly widow 

ef the deceased laley, the Railway ~mplaye~,and 

the Railway Admin1stratien ha~ admitted her 

clai~s and made payments to her. 

7. So rar the documents filed by the applic•nt 

is concerned, 

the very face 

~ 
they Qre absolutely ~~eliable on 

~ "' ~ 
~ , 

of it neither they are duly att-sted 

by ~ny reliable witnes~es nor any ~ffidavit has 

been etw~n by the applic•nt in thi~ behalf, n 
,. 

the contr•ry, the applicant had cleGrly admitted 
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bef re the R ilw~y Administr ticn th t the 

claim filed by her as wid ~ f late Laley i& 

B. Considering all these material~ an rec rd 

•nd the submissions or the le~rned coun~ele of 

the p2rti~s, I Qffi quite clear in my mind ~nd 

held that the •pplicant h's failed to prave 

her case. 

9. In the result there is n• m~rit in this 

appli cation and the same is acc•rdingly dismissed. 

There will be no order a s ta cost. 

Allahaba d Dated: 
~- 1.-j - "~ 

( jw) 

~ii.~~~~ 
Member-J 
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