
OPEN Cro~T

CENT~A!,ADMINIST~ATIVETPIBUNAL
AT,TAHABADBENCH : ALlAHABAD

ORIGINAL APPUCATICN NO.210 OF 2003
ALlAHABADTHIS THE 10TH DAY OF MARCH,2003

M!=N •BIE MRS• MEERACHHIBBER,MEMBER-J

1. Smt. Musarrat,
Widow of Abdu 1 ~asheed.

2. Mohd. ~ashid Khan (Minor)
Sm of LC!te Al:x3\J l Rasheed,
under the Guardianship of
Smt • Musarrat rea} mothe,..

Both ~/o 14/47 ,B,
Ci vi 1 t..ines, Kanl=Ur ,
Naga,. • ••••••••• .Applicants

(By Advocate Sh,.1 Jamal Ali)

ve,.sus

1. Uni at of India«
th,.Cllgh secretary,

Ministry of Canmunicatiat,
New Delhi·

2. Post Master Gene,.al,

U oP. Circle Kanl=U",
t)egi at, KanJ;:\l,..

3. nr-eee e- Postal Accomts,
Aliganj, tucknow.

4. chief Post Maste,..,
Head Post Office,
Kanl=U" Nagar.

5. smt. Jameela widow of
late ~dul ~asheed.

6. I,.fan AtJnad
slo Late Sbdul Rasheed.

7. Km. Tabassum 0

8· Km· Shai la I Daughters of Late Abdul
t:tasheed

• 0 • 0 •• 0 0 •••• es PQ'ldents

(By Advocate shri Rajiv Sharma)

o P D E R

This 0.]1... has been fi led by two. p!rsons namely wife

of I..ate Abdu 1 pasheed and minor s en f,.an the secmd wife

~, /
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smt. Musa,...ratclaiming the share in terminal benefits

after the death of deceased employee. Accordingly MoA •

fi led by the applicants' comae I unee+ RU le ¥~inis allowed.

2 • Grievance of the applicant in this case is that
, .., - .~ .

Late ADdu1 pasheed whowas working as Postman at Head Post
r

Office in Kanpu~had maTried twice and applicant he,...ein is

the secand wife of Late Abdul ~asheed and since in the

Muslim- law foor ma,.riages a-e permissible, her ma,.,.iage

with Late ADdu1 t)asheed was a valid marriage. /)SS such, afte,.

his death an 12 .06~002 she woo1d have been entitled to

her sha,...eof terminal benefits. Therefore, she had given

an applicati en al 06.en 02002add,...essedto the ~ost Master

Kanpur f~ releasing her share of te,...minal benefits which

was followed by reminders en 21 .en .2002 (Annexu.,.e-S& 6 of

the O.A.) but ti 11 date ~espcndents have not decided the

said rep,.esentation. It is furthe,.. subrnil:ted by the appli-

cant that she has even given a legal notice through he,.

advocate Q1 26.07 .2002 (Annexure-7) with the 0 oA.) • ~ .•.

After recei~ing the legal notice, ~spandents ha~ asked

ce,.tain clarificaticns f,.om the applicant vide their letter

dated 02.08.2002 which is filed as Annexure-8 with the

J:,etition which was duly replied by the applicant vide her

letter dated 14 .og .02 tJ\nnegre~e-9). The,.eaf1te,..the AccCllnt.

Office';: from ~he Post Master (,iene,..a1office asle:!the chief
~ ,.

Post Maste,.. Head Post Office, Kanpu,. to get the facts

veri~ie~o diSpOSe, of the matter at his own level

(Annexure-10). This lette,... was·written as back as on

21.08.2002 but till date the ,...espandents have not decided

the c~c!1mof the applicant. Thus, she had no other opti an

but'~to file the present 0 oA.

3 • I have heard both the camsel ano perused tt.e pleadings

as wel] •
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4 • Lea~ned counsel f~ the ~espondents was seeking time

to fiJe ~eply to the O.A. but in the instant case, it is

seen and it is catego~ically stated by the applicant in

he~ applicatiQ'l that ti 11 date ..-espoodents have not even
~~decided her applicati al "'-I think no p,J..-posewb.1ldbe

se~ved by calling the CAf..-omthe respondents as this case
c• can be decided at the admission stage itself by giving a

di..-ectioo to the resPaldents to calside..- the applicatial

of applicants in accordance with law and keeping in view

the lette~ dated 21.08.2002, decide the same 1-: finally

by passing a ~easaled and speaking orde..-within a pe..-iod

of th..-ee months f~an the 'date of ..-eceipt of a copy of this

orde~. Aft·e~ ve~ificatiQ'l if it is foond that applicants

a~e due to get any te..-minal benefits, the same shall be

paid to them according to their

law.~ ~ ~ ~
-\tL C9JR.-. 6-

share in accordance with ~
~ ~ ~ ~kd],-.

5 • With the above diyectiQ'ls the O.A. is disposed of

with no order as to casts 0

/Neelam/


