$~28

%

hereby corrected and the word ‘not’ is added before the words “a bona fide

IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
FAO 46/2015

DEVKALADEVI&ORS .. Appellants
Through: Ms. SR. Kamat, Advocate

VErsus

UNION OF INDIA . Respondent
Through:

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.R. MIDHA

ORDER
07.03.2018

This appeal was dismissed vide judgment dated 28™ August, 2017.

There is an inadvertent typographical error in the judgment which is

passenger” in the second line of para 5 of the judgment.

The corrected para 5 of the judgment is as under: -

“5.  This Court agrees with the learned Claims Tribunal that the
deceased was not a bona fide passenger and was not travelling
in the alleged train. This Court further agrees with the learned
Claims Tribunal that it is a case of run over and the appellants

are not entitled to compensation.”

Copy of this order be given dasti to counsels for the parties under

signatures of the Court Master.

J.R.MIDHA, J.

MARCH 07, 2018
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