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“12. While dealing with a claim petition in terms of Section 166 of the Motor
Vehicles Act, 1988, a Tribunal stricto sensu is not bound by the pleadings of
the parties; its function being to determine the amount of fair compensation in
the event an accident has taken place by reason of negligence of that driver of
a motor vehicle. It is true that occurrence of an accident having regard to the
provisions contained in Section 166 of the Act is a sine qua non for
entertaining a claim petition but that would not mean that despite evidence to
the effect that death of the claimant's predecessor had taken place by reason of
an accident caused by a motor vehicle, the same would be ignored only on the
basis of a post mortem report vis-'-vis the averments made in a claim petition.
15. In a situation of this nature, the Tribunal has rightly taken a holistic view
of the matter. It was necessary to be borne in mind that strict proof of an
accident caused by a particular bus in a particular manner may not be possible
to be done by the claimants. The claimants were merely to establish their case

on the touchstone of preponderance of probability. The standard of proof
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P HAY DI ATY 20 Y BT IarAT & | YH o RUIE gazi—01 # qdd Bl
Y 20 Ay B Sifbd fbar AT 8 dUm UReHlcH RUiE ¥ewi-03 9 e
GATITAAT STRT Uee—10 # A1 Jad &I g 20 a¥ B foram & | fods @+
H Plg AT TR A 7 | WIRTT F qAd & AT UgdE UF JT S AT
9 B AT U B 2| R qad AN @ SHiaie 22.06.1998 Hfdd T |
YRl B geeAl fQid 26.10.2018 @I &, [THA T Jdd &I AY 20 Y AT
ghe BN & | 37 Jadb A @ ach geedT MY 20 9 BT iR & omeh
2| AMCE Hdled WRIT™ gRI ¥e gfd Sarla Verma Vs. Delhi
Transport Corp. AIR 2009 SC 3104 #H wfqurfed faffereRen AR &RT
166 THA! T & &1d ¥ Ith Mg o & oIy 18 &1 [unies MeiRa fovam T 7 |
24. (A) o deeh /i@ 81 (Pecuniary Damage) :—

() sma &1 fERer (Income) — WARTT 7 & @ MW b Hadg H B
SHIS e TR el @ 2| ORI WEHR B 3 faMET gRT SR
IRRIET & AR TR & 3Gl s @ o ® @1 a7 8| geen
& 26.10.2018 @I GfeT gg & AT 3149 9T R &P 01.01.2018 H 30.04.
2019 @I AAfT F HIA SAF B FATH FIGY 5538 /— TUI UFAATE BT
JIGAT BT T T | A G DI AIND AT 5538 /— U UlcrAre FeiRa &1
SIS

(i) wfsr gRI( Future Prospects) :— Hd® &I 9t €cAl 20 aY MY B Bl
5538,/— JUY UAAE SM JIfSid &A1 WG g & | AMG wared
=TTl gRT AR §&eid National Insurance Company Ltd. Vs Pranay Sethi

AIR 2017 S.C. 5157 # ufauifed fafdregeren & AWiee™ # Jq@& & Mg a7 &l
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SfteTd WId gU SEa! alfie 3 H 40 gfawra |fasy gia IiRr 2215 /— v0
SiIe OfM W Jdd &I A1IE M (5538 + 2215) = 7,753 /— SUU URT AE
fRiRa & S 7|

(iii) emf3rrar @ 81 (Loss of Dependency) — Wil | 01 9 02 Had &
Are—far § den wifdfar W& o7 gde @) IE | I aml gad @ g ol
@ aIRg g a1 il W1 03 I 06 fg<dia Aol & aiRE €| dfd 9P b
v #ofl & AR HAlsg 2, 39 SR fgdia 4o & aIRE o dly o & &
IS el | 39 USR Jad UR SNl & FEAT 03 B T | e A AT T
g3 & fb urefl vMarq W o faiT g3 g ArerfenT gA |fed 06 ARKAT &
WRO-UNT B HER 21 S uRRufl § wmifos wu & 996 grr ol
30 YRR & WRU—UNOT H IRTE Qa1 Sram &1 s8R | U Refa § =iy
gweid Sarla Verma Vs. Delhi Transport Corp. AIR 2009 SC 3104 # <1 g

fafer egquen & ANieE # S Tl Bl gfeTd WA 8Y Jdd gRI W W
U I 7,753 /— U BT 1/4 9T JATd 1938 /— U WA fhAT SMHR
Y R 5815/— JUY BT U< URAR HI [EH & ®U H Tad fhar S
AT ST =R 9l 8IdT 2| 39 YR RN &1 5,815,/— U UHIE
afies STERIAT @1 B g 21 Jad &I 15 W 25 MY a9 B 8 I 18 &I
OTd TANT fbY S R uRiTor @7 5815 X 12 X 18 = 12,56,040 /— B0
qel IMMFAT B B BT UrAT STl € |

25. (B) IR o= wse /R anfdle st —

(i) g & A—UAT 9 <1< B YF g Ul T8 A 999 S A8 H — 40,000 X 3
= 1,20,000 / — U |
(i) ga& & oifcm H&PR, fhaTdHd 9 yzamaadl = eifife AfaRarsl w8y
Y TG URTHR M 20,000 /— FH
(iii) e HufRT & &fd & #g # 5,000 /— FU
(iv) 9% @I gHTAT ISWIA RUATA of S 9 ¥ Pl U o § Y
- 5000 / — BT
26. SWH fAda=TaR il |1 01, 02 9 07 AP TN Bl geedl H s T b
fog f=1 TR afde fyr ara & @ ey €
F0%0 afogfet &1 7 afagfcd <R
1 g9 ddell / anfeies g1fe 12,56,040 / — DU
2 grifror @7 AIfdaw & #g A 1,20,000 / — U
3 sifem R / feared 20,000 / — 9
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4 Jufed &1 &fa 5,000 / — U
5 919 BT gRdeH 5,000 / — B9
q Ul Al 14,06,040 / — BT

27. SEl 9 afogfd ¥ $H e & R &1 U © a1 9 999 9 98

=py i gam 2 b S gHer sl |Wwd 01 AigHR g gRI faAd
26.10.2018 BT UTd: 10.30 91 & HYId Cdex AT R.O1.—26—3MR.U.—9177 BT
Theld, SUET Ud ATIRATEIYY dRidh 9§ Feldhy Gay Afbel & 1d Uga S
T A B TFHY AR o & YRUMAEHY °fed g © | I8 I |iiad 8ol ©
fh o geeTr il dw@m o1 sl W@ 02 & FENE H geR S@

fearel g omrel BRI R BT AT qAT o< gGHCAl I8 dlcid IAueil HET 01

@ YN S ared Dl el DI 99 T JHTEl IS U HelE AT I8 A

Afed g3 & fF S fAAld &I dey H&T 3R.OL—26—IR.U—9177 el
AT 03 AT HUN gRT dIAT &7 TAT 41 Uifordl @1 el &1 Seotae fdhar
ST e 81 goT © | 3fd: WriiTor I erforgfcl 1T @7 SrarRrf 2q rvmeiieor
HYHT: U4 JAH—gAF WU ¥ IMATARI ¢ |

—: fQaregs S o5 -

28. IFAN— faareds H@ 01 o Ed 04 & fAEATIaR Wit e o1, 02 @
07 IR & WU H el MR 14,06,040 /— TW (IS8 G B: 8GR A4
TT) JUIRTOT & HIHT: Td YIH—YAdh wY H U B D IMABRT T |
TRIRTOT TR UF WA bR Bl Al 11.02.2019 ¥ HfAHR RN W7
gfaerd 9 ARIRY &1 &1 &% H Al U -4 & ARSI 7§ | I
afogfd ¥ & forg smmeft Fo 3 91 Hul IRerRh 7|

—: ggIe -

29. URUIHS: FTioT RHETg g 3 &I AR I Ud I UF JAcid GRT 166
Alex A AT faog smmiior WieR fHar Sex e far ik &
fb urefl dwar o1, 02 9 o7, 3wl WA 01 I 03 W HYhd: UG

JIh—Yh WU A 14,06,040 /— B (AlGE G B BOIR A BU) Bl
RIRT UIST R & SMABRI € | AT AR FTaed FFAT Bl AN IRATBR Bl ST
2| urff o 3 o TId 6 fH UBR &I gAY U IR B ARBRI TEl IR
T 2| 3T I 8BS P UrRHT UF BRI GRS {Ha1 Sar g1 gd A
IS QIRRET <RI & FET PIg AR QT DI g & Al d8 R0 FfADHR AR
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H FHrEISTa B8R ud 9y R wRowreil Ho 1, 2 9 7 WA uF udfd faAre
¥ 07 Ul d1f¥es AERE A1 B R H TS UK BRA B IAEBRI T |
S afergfct i &1 T it Wo 3 1 HU g7 fhAT I |

30. uriieror # SEre & IATAR UfTdR frer -7 UebR A fbar Siremm—

FoHo| AM URl | U @ & ARgH | SIS 4 | Aaf | |y
A e < JARY QT H ST IR0 arafer

01 RTHETe 206,040/~ ®WA T 150000,/ BI 01 a9
TR WA 5000 /— v 02

S T 1,00,000 / — B0 03 a9

02 SEEIEC 2,00,000 / — B9 1,50,000 / — U 01 99
1,00,000 / — BT 02 99
1,00,000 / — BUY 03 99

03 AR ol 1,00,000 / — ST 50,000 / — BT 01 a%
50,000 / — U 02 99
50,000 / — BT 03 I¥

31. T U&7 HEHIT STadd ORI & fafeed AIR 2025 SC 1713 Perminder
Singh Vs. Hani Goyal dTel A1l H f&d U fawm—fqerl &1 uran gHied
PN, 39 Tq 1 arreer wiRa fdar S & fa—

R QR YIAFHdl Ue Jad Udare H UIRG  SAMQEUTTHAR  RIMRT
14,06,040 /— AI TS 3faTs H Il SMIGHIV & db @il § AR
ST HRAR |

® JTIGHIVT AT YDA Uel bl FIATAR 94 MACT &b @d el
AT Afderd AUTRTT / Il Bl d STHROT Bl 7Y AU 3T

RTINS & Sy HRM |

a) Wrdl gRe BT H

b) & & AW 7Y W

) UFdTs e

d) Q@rar g

e) IFSC ®ie

f) MR Fre
S IMITHIV Iq o Tl ORgd o e & [l & 30 feaq
Ay @& HiaR AfHUT T FHEIRAT YIdEdGal UeT Bl Ul 8l HRAnd @
[T PraFeal fofRad H AfEeor & ¥l sfars IR ST dRar &g
3MIEd U HRAT 8 Al I |l gaar Sudel del s @l Refd #
YTAEdl Sad 3Mded &1 Ay & 918 9 dF AGHI0 gRT Iad Gl
ST T HRAR Sl 8, 99 dd Iad Idrs AR R BT IdR &1 3aq
Al T TS < B BN | FHEOT YIS 9 FRgel FAAN FATId
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IR IS OiF Iad Iare IR FHEfdd 6 @ # ArauTigde ST SRR |
e forw 9 qofwuor STRarl 8 |

® JTITHIVT Udh JAUSICIHIT AfdeTd 3H eI B AT UK BN b @l 37U W
H PIAEGAl U §RT ST JRT BT SARHIOT g§RT 4R 3 &l TetT
GAEd 89 J21 Frafe ST e 814 & ugenq 8 FRmHEgaR Feri S |
® JMATHITI §RT U d W & fecd U a3 R ot Iaa dwifa
d% PI SMUPIOT & UAIC AR DI UlT HABR SMADBROT & 3 DI T
JARFd w1 B fderd Ay @1 U E-mail & g Ui 89 R dF
ol S 39 SIffaRor & Ufid T | =R 9@ 39 dRg & MACT
Bank Account ST6d STNT A% GRUFT &I MMaeTPH BY A UTI-T BRI |

o T Uil Ud gRT VR IFETGAR SH BRI R IWRIGT GaaT 7
SIS BRIV H Y DA |

e UIRINIOT BT b URINIUT Bl Fad AW SHSN B AR R BRI Bl
AT & 49T drg T A1 AR ART Wipd 81 N qAT yRygdar gd
YT T8l BT |

o URINTOT H1 dF SAEROT H S b I B oy Afdd W Hya
GIAERS & w0 H T8 SIS |

eyrfl & AMICNT B9 &I T2 H §9 Ui BT IHD o WA Bl [daRT UK
forar S, Rrad saa WRerd &1 AW fAfafde 8

o UTeft /3B & ATH Sl UH.SIAR. &I T8 2 S Il TR ARG & ORY
g Tl <I B |

o e il / Yararehal Uriior 1 el arell efayfd R & <& Bl
TDS &l AT & d SAdl QU faavor ol & Q8 7T yus & 3R
SABRT & FHET U BT | 5D AfIRa FuriTor TDS @1 Hekdl <= H
BH TR 16A 1 ARAHOT & FHe BT H UK Hd U ARTHIT
wriTToT @ Srfera<hT B W g B |

SSEISIES)
=TT,
AICRYT GEcHl QraT eIy
3R 7T =Irredier, ATTYRT f37elT Sl

32. ol /aeer foramn SR il faTid 08.07.2026 I fdgd =amamera H
G G BAETR fhar T |

(=T S)
IRIGIN
AICRYT GecHl SraT J7ferehror
AR FSTerr =amamedier, drerqRT fStetm <l




