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./ 

CENTRAL ADMINISTRATIVE TRIB9NAL. ALLAHABAD BENCH 

ALLAHABAD - 
Allahabad':" Dated this 28th. .day of January• 20,02. 

. I 

. -·-- .. 
Original Application No~-109 a£ 2002. 

. (D.No.269/2002) 
' ' 

CORAM:- .. 
t1on1bie Mr, s, Dayal. A.M. 

r. 
'. 

·!:!2.n'ble Mr. Rafiquddin, J.M. 

1. Abhai Raj .S/o Late Kewla Pra~ad Yadt3:v • 
. ' 2. 

·1 

Ramesh Kumar alias Udai ~aj 

sio I Late Kewala -Prasad Yadav 

Both residents ?f Vi'llag~-Chakdiha e : 
/ 

; ' 

. 
Post-Bharatganj. District Allahabad.- 

( Sri ··R.s. Maurya. Advocate) 

• • • • • • • I 
Applicant 

Versus 

1. union· of India through General 2'1anager·. ,. 
. I 

Northern Railway; Baroda House. New LJelhi. 
~ • I 

2. 
I 

- Divisional Railway Manager. North~rn Railway. 

' ' 
All.ahaba_d. 

3., Assistant Engineer. Northern Railway. Chunar. 

4. · P.ermanent Ways, Inspector. Northern .. R_ailway. 
# 

. Churk. 

/(Sri AK Gaur. Advocate) ; 

•••••• Res.Pr')ndents 

By Hon'bl~. s. Dayal, A.M • .. . 
Thi$ application 'has been tiled for a direction 

t.o the re~J:>Qndent·s to make· payment of retirement benefits 

including family pension. gr•tuity to the applicant 
. . 

which are'payable to Late Kewala Prasad Yadav. who was 
' I 

- · father of the applicant. The appl,tcants also claims, ,. 

-compound interest@ 18% per annum on the retirement 

' ... 
' 

benefits. 

2 ... The that tneir .father was. ~pplicants claim 

Ak / .. 



, 

I 

- 2 

a Gang~an under respondent no.4 •• They claim that they 

moved an· application on 17-9-1996 for payment of ~amily 

pension. gratuity and other dues which were payable to 

their father and also made a request for ~ppointment 

on compassionate g~ound. The said- letter was not repli'ed 

to. Thereafter they sent a notice dated 26-8-1998 for 

all the payments and for appointment on compassionate 

groupd. The said notice was replied to by the respondent 

no.3. Tl:le applicants claim that they came to· know 

from.tne reply_dated 24-9-1996 that a charge sheee 

•• 

~ 
dated 22-2-1995 was issuE!d to their father on the 

ground of unauthorised absence. They. however. claim 

that the show cause notiae dated 1-3-1995 fixing 

,. 2-3-1995 of the date of hearing was·also not received 

by their father. They also claim that the removal 

. order dated 8-5-1995 was also not served on their 

father. The applic~nts have. therefore. filed this 

application for a direction to the respondents to 

make payment of all retirement benefits. 

- 

3. We have heard Sri AK Sharma and Sri RS Maurya. 

coqnsel for the applicant and Sri MK Sharma,. f>t1e£nbld~r 

of sr.J..~AK Ga~~. counsel for· the ·respondents. 

4 •. We ·find fr~m Annexure-} to the 'oA that the 

claim of the applicants that their father died on 

25-8-1996 while he was in service. has·been denied 

by the .respondents. They have mentioned that tne. 

father of ,the applicants had been removed from service 

on 8-5-1995. They have also mentioned that an amount 

of Rs.8ii7/- was sent by Cheque No. 515400 

dated 24-11-1995 but whether it was received by their 

dece~sed father or noe , , is not known. The Account 

Department can furnish this information t·o them. 

, l 
s •. ~earned counsel for the appl:icants.3prays· that 

/ 

the artlQuB~ due to their deceased father may be paid 

A-- 



, 
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to them by the respo"ndents. 
I ·, 

- . 6. we find that there were other hetrs besi~es the 

; . . '- 

I 

applicants at the time.of their father's death and the 

·applicants can make' a claim before the respondents 

including the Divisional Accounts Officer alongwith 

their succession Certificate if any amount ·payable to 

their father is due and· has not yet been p~id. We do 

not consider 1 t proper to issue. iln;'t\.-- J.i~t1~~ ~;~~ A.-- 
. ,\ 

' present circumstances. The OA is pisposed of accordingly 

There shall be no order as to costs. 
/ 

. ,. 

,L-""-:--\r- < ~ ~ V k ' 
Membe'r (J) Member {A) 

\ - 
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