
THE HON’BLE DR.JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER  

Civ i l  Miscel lan eou s Ap p eal  No .9 3 2  o f  2 0 1 3  

 
 

JUDGMENT:  
 

  

This Civil Miscellaneous Appeal, under Sect ion 23 of the 

Railway Claim s Tribunal Act , 1987, is filed by the 

appellants/ applicants, challenging the order, dated 12.09.2013, 

passed in O.A.A.No.151 of 2005 by the Railway Claim s Tribunal, 

Secunderabad Bench at  Secunderabad ( ‘the Tribunal’,  for 

brevity) , whereby, the claim  pet it ion filed by the 

appellants/ applicants claim ing a com pensat ion of Rs.4,00,000/ -  

for the death the deceased-V.Balaj i Reddy in an untoward 

incident  of accidental fall from  a running t rain, was dism issed. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for the appellants/ applicants, 

the learned Standing Counsel for the respondent / Railways and 

perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the appellants/ applicants would 

contend that  the deceased-V.Balaj i Reddy was a bona fide 

passenger of Train No.2655 Navjeevan Express t ravelling from  

Ongole to Nellore on 07.07.2004 and died in an untoward 

incident  of accidental fall from  the said t rain.  The Tribunal 

erroneously held that  the injur ies suffered by the deceased were 

self- inflicted injur ies and declined to grant  com pensat ion in 

favour of the appellants/ applicants and ult im ately prayed to 

allow the appeal by set t ing aside the order under challenge and 

grant  com pensat ion as claim ed. 
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4 . On the other hand, the learned Standing Counsel for the 

respondent -Railways would contend that  there is no iota of 

evidence on record to substant iate the alleged accidental fall of 

the deceased from  the running Train No.2655 Navjeevan Express 

while t ravelling from  Ongole to Nellore on 07.07.2004. The 

Tribunal, after analysing the ent ire evidence on record, r ight ly 

dism issed the claim  pet it ion.  There is no infirm ity in the order 

under challenge and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the appeal by 

confirm ing the order under challenge. 

 

5 . As r ight ly contended by the learned Standing Counsel for 

the respondent -Railways, there is no iota of evidence on record 

to substant iate the alleged accidental fall of the deceased from  

the running Train No.2655 Navjeevan Express while t ravelling 

from  Ongole to Nellore on 07.07.2004.  There is am ple evidence 

on record, part icular ly the evidence of R.W.1 and C.W.1, to 

dem onst rate that  the deceased suffered fatal injur ies due to hit  

by a t rain while he was crossing a railway t rack and succum bed 

to the said injur ies.  The Tribunal assigned num ber of reasons in 

dism issing the claim  pet it ion of the appellants/ applicants and 

ult im ately held that  the deceased was neither a bona fide 

passenger of Train No.2655 Navjeevan Express t ravelled from  

Ongole to Nellore on 07.07.2004 nor died in an untoward 

incident  of accidental fall from  the said t rain.  The findings of the 

Tribunal are in consonance with the evidence on record.  There is 

nothing to take a different  view.  There is no infirm ity in the 

order under challenge.  The appeal is devoid of m erit  and is 

liable to be dism issed. 



 ‐3‐ 

6 . I n the result , the appeal is dism issed, confirm ing the 

order, dated 12.09.2013, passed in O.A.A.No.151 of 2005 by the 

Railway Claim s Tribunal, Secunderabad Bench at  Secunderabad. 

 There shall be no order as to costs. 

 Pending Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, shall stand closed.  

 

______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J  

28 th Decem ber, 2018 
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