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JaJaalpur, this the 31st day of January#2003

Hott*ble lt:»R*K♦Upadhyaya-MeraberiAdmlnistrative>

aged about 62 years# S/o Chut^l^
Karesa* Retired Sr#Shuiiter» Gentry Railway#. tfabalpar R/© ^ssIdh Coi^uiid# Shahpur-Distt ^
Betuf^

(Applicant in person)

msssL

1§ TAiion India through General Jtoiager #
C«atral Railway# Muabai#C»S •T#

2% Divisional Accounts Otficer#Central Railway#
Jabalpur M«P|«

3® Divisional Railway Manager#Central Railway» Lumrj^inc
Jabalprc " RSS««n®MW

(By Advocate — None)
ORDER (oral)

The applicant has filed this application seeiking

a direction to respondents to issue fresh cheque of

Rs*24#887/- in the name of the applicant along ^d.th

interest#

2# The cladLra of the applicant is that by way of

settlfflient of retiral dues# he was issued a cheque no^

D 238209 dated 26th December#1995 (Annexure-R-l) but the

s^e was not received by him but has been received and

encashed by somebody cslse^

3 • The respondents in their reply have stated that

the difference anK>unt of gratuity of Rs«24#886/«-> was sent

to the address as given by the applicant# 'Kie cheque has

also been presented for payment as can be seen from the

photo copy of the cheque (Annexure-R-l)^ Therefore# ftie

respondents are no; longer responsible for payment of

any further ^aount^<

Contd#«^##»2/-
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At the time of hearing* the applicant in person

infomed that one Snrendra Chhotelal Das has wrongly

and fraudulently received the cheque and has misnpiprepciar

ted the noney and for that purpose a case in the

court at Betul is still in progressf

After hearing the applicant and after

perusal of the redords* there is no doubt that so far

respondents are concerned* they have properly sent

the cheque to the applicant at the a^Sress given by

hira* This Tribimal aay not issue any direction in

this case as prayed by the applicant^- However* tl^

matter is already being pursued in proper forui^

Any fraudulent encashment of cheque issued in the

name of the applicant does not fall in the Jurisdiction

of this Tribunal^ In this view of the matter* this

Original Application is dismissed without diy order

as to costsi ^ _ /N

( R*K«l^adhyaya)
Member (Adcmv*)
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