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IN THE CENTRAL PDMINISTRATIVE TRIBUtJAL, JAIPUB. BENCH, JAIFUR 

OA 67/20)3 DATE OF DPDEH: 6.1~2004 

Mester M•hendri Singh •ged 10 y·a•rs •nd Miss Viml• Singh •gad 
8 y~ •rs, son & d•ughte!' of L•t'~ Shri Sur•j Singh through next 
friend Thakur Vikr•m•dity• Singh son of Shri Thakur R•ghuv.a,~r 
Singh •ged 46 ya•rs R,lo K•lYin Kunj, 17, Civil Lines, J•ipur9· 

• • • • Applicant • 

VERSUS 

1. Unico of Indi• th~ough Gener•l M.n•ger, Northarn 
R•ilway, Barod• Hou5e, New Delhi. 

2. Division•! Men•ger (North), i¥esta1:n ~ilway, J•ipur;~ 

~~. • • Re sponden ts • 

Mr. D•lip Singh, Counsel for the •pplicilnt. 

L- Mr. Tej Pr•kash Sh•rma, Counsel for th~ respondents. 

COIWvt: 

Hon'ble Mr. R.K. Upadhyay, Member (Administr•tiw) 

Hoo'ble Mr. Bh.arat Shush.an, Member (Judici•l) 

OFOE R (ORAL) 

This epplication u/s 19 of the C~ntr•l Administrative 

Tribun•l' s Act, 1985 has b~1:ln filed by one Shri Th.-kur .Vikr9lllci­

di ty• Singh, tha next friend of the minors, M•stia r M•hendra 

Singh •ged 10 ye•rs 91nd Mis.3 Viml• Singh •ged B ye•rs, childI'an 

of L•te Shri Sur•j Singh. It is cl•imed that Shri Sur•j Singh 
t.(l/ ~.rz:tA 

who ~11~).. in employment in the &il w-.~· s on tha post of Fitter in 

Electric•! Division, died on 11.9 .1990 while in· 9l rvice. In this 

OA, f ollo'.Ning reliefs have bi?en cl iirnad :-

II ( i) 

(ii) 

Th•t the tot.ill ilffiOunt of GPF, Insur.nee Gr•tui ty P•Y•ble 
•fter de•th of Sur•j Singh undar th~ rul.:is b·~ d·aposited in 
some schedult:d b•nk in tn~ n•me of Mest~ r Mah~ndra Singh 
dfld Miss Viml• Singh, minors.-: 

That under the di.r3ctions of this Hon' ble Tribun•l, the 
B•nk m•Y be directed to pay the illflt)l.Jnt for th.:: day to diy 
expensas to the S.!0>.5. Vill•ge from out of the int1~rest 
on the p.ri nci p•l •mount ti 11 the ipplic•nts •tt•in majority 
by wi thdr•wing th·l raquir~d •mount to. m'3et out monthly 
expens~s of Sduc~ti0n, clothing •nd lodging/bo•Idingi 
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(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

-2-

That the f.amily P·~nsii:o P•Y•ble urtiar the rules •fter 
the death of Surilj Singh m•y •lso be deposited .avery 
month in the B•nk in tne nar~ of Mister Mahendr-. Singh 
& Miss Viml• Singh, minors;1 

Th•t this Hon' ble Tribun•l may •lso di.re ct the .respondent 
to consider the c•se for •ppointmant of thd •pplicant •s 
depandent of the dec~•s~d emrJlC•yae Su:r•j Singh •fter 
9ttaining the •ge of m•jori ty if •Pi:•lied for by M•ster 
M•hendr• Sin~h or Miss Viml• Singh dependents ofthe 
dece•s~e Sur•J Singh. 

My other reli~f which deems fit .nd proper m•y •lso ba 
p•ss.ad in f avo1Jr of tre minor son .nd d•ughte r through 
the next friend." 

2. Tha learned coi.msal •ppeFJring on b~half of the •PPlic•nt 

h•s submitted that this Tribun•l sh·~·uld order~' the i:·•Y~ent ~ 

dues to the heirs of th:! dece•sed employee. 

3 • The respondents in thair r·~Pl y h•v~ st•t~d thiit ".OA is 

•dmi ttad tu the extent th«At the •n y le gal heirs of the de ci; •s~d 

will ge antitled to g•at •11 clitim s1Jb}:!ct to fun1ishing • 

Guardi•n Certific-it~ dul~' issued by th~ competent court though 

the leg.-1 heirs h•d b~'ln infcnmed by the rr?spundents to produca 

the gu•rdi•n certific~te tib the compet~nt court but since the 

same hits not yet produ~d b~f ore the- Raibvay ad mini strati en." 

The leiiiirn·ad counsal for the tesP•Jnd~nts has stated that the 

le9al heir~ are ~ntitled to raceive the GPF, Gr•tuity, Insur•nce 

.'1, end f •mily ~nsicn •s per ru» s. HoWSV·~r, it was further stated 

by th~ le•med couns~l theit th8s~ piyments c-.n b* milde »}rjl only 

•fter furnishing the required Guardi•n Certific91te from the 

Competent Court~ 

4. ~~ h•v•l he•rd the le•m·~d coun.5.al for tha P•rties •nd 

h •va pi;: rused the materi•l •v•il•ble on racoxd ~1 

5. Tha rali~f cl•im~d it.re admitted by the raspondents to 

the exte:nt that they •ra willing to m•ke the P•~'mant of dues to 

employee did nut nomin•te tc• whom th~ amounts ire to be p•id, 

th=y have difficulty in mcil:ing 1:iaym·=nt to the friend. Th~ro;:fore, 

the view that tf.e objr~ction r.-is.ed by the respond.ants 
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•re cor-e ct. W: m-.y note that even the mother of th~ minors expired 

befor~ the death of the dece•sed employee •nd th~re are no othar 

legal heir:=. of th~ decetiso::d ~mployae exc.apt the minors. The:i:·efora, 
I 
I~ 

any •mount~o ba pciid onl~' to th.a Guardior1 as decl•red by tha 

Court having compatent jurisdic-tion. It m•Y ba menti1:m;z~ in 

• simil•r situation, this Tribun•l in ;. Full Beri.;;h in th.a c•se of 

two l•dies cl«iming family pensi(.n d~cid13d th•t this Tribun•l has 

no~' jurisdiction to deciGe th::i1· cl•im •nd the Civil Courts only 

have th:: jurisdiction. This w•s the five Judges Full Bend1 

decision dated 25 .2.2000 in OA No. 237/ 1;196 and 1'"19/94 reportt::d 

at Page No. 134 of Administriltive Tribun•l Full Bench Judg~ment 

1997-2000: 

6. In the light of our ob3~rvstion in the precading par•graphs, 

lfP- hold thiit this Tribun•l cill1nut issue •ny di1-ecti0n for p•yment 

ti:i the next f.r-iend, who has fil-ad this OA/ to tha minors of the 

deceased for w•nt of jurisdicti!:in. H~ m•Y •ppro•ch tb-3 ci:irnp;!tant 

Court having juris~.~~ts.~:on in the matter.: 
-~ 

7. This Appliceition is dispo.s~d of •ccor<lin!gly with.::;ut •ny 

oi:de r •s to costs. 

/\"\ ( o-----
(\B RAT BHJSHPN) 
' EMBER (J) 

{) c__:e __ o .. {flr, 
6~~ ~ 

{ R.K. UPADHiA~(,9;) 
. MaMBER (A) __, 
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