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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil First Appeal No. 343/2026

1. Smt. Malti, Aged About 36 Years, Wife Of Late
Bachhurbari,

2. Monica, Aged About 17 Years, Daughter Of Late Bachchu
Singh,

3. Kavita, Aged About 15 Years, Daughter Of Late Bachchu
Singh,

4, Tanuu, Aged About 14 Years, Daughter Of Late Bachchu
Singh,

5. Khushiras, Aged About 13 Years, Son Of Late Bachchu
Singh,

6. Ankit Son Of The Late Bachchu Singh, Aged About 11

Years, (Claimant No. 2 And 6 Are Minor Through Their
Natural Guardian Mother, Smt. Maliti Wife Of The Late
Bachchu Singh), All Residents Of Raibari Mohalla, Jatori,
Police Station Malakheda, Alwar-District.

----Appellants
Versus
1. Jaipur Vidyut Vitran Nigam Limited, Through Manager And
Director, Jyoti Nagar, Jaipur Distt. Jaipur.
2. Jaipur Vidyut Vitran Nigam Limited, Through Junior
Engineer, Malakheda, Alwar District.
3. Smt. Dhappo Devi, Wife Of Shri Bholaram Raibari,

Resident Of Raibari Mohalla, Jatori, Police Station
Malakheda, Alwar District.

4. Bholaram Son Of Late Hiralal, Resident Of Raibari
Mohalla, Jatori, Police Station Malakheda, Alwar District.

----Respondents

For Appellant(s) :  Mr. Pankaj Sharma
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Jaivardhan Singh Shekhawat

HON'BLE MRS.JUSTICE SHUBHA MEHTA

Order
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YA TU—STIER—ATGNOT &1 3R W Jg Il fdgM oW
Tl <IIEfel, $9—3, SYR HAeR—Yoi (O ol faeaRe <grre |
FHIRT fHar Sem) gRT < are @fagfd) Swa—31 /2021 3 wiRka ol
fai 31.10.2025, fST9@ A I SUIATIRTOT &7 Ge geeT qal WhR
PR U AU NTU—TTdGR DI Yeadi—fa9RT—ufcrardior & del afergfcd fr
12,34,600 / —0Y faad ST &1 omael uilRa fovar a1 8, 9 <ufora g1ax vd
Saa erfayfes Wl # gfg g I @ AR § o @ T8 2

Held H YRl Pl dedTcHds Reafl & AR &b 18.03.2019 I
HAY 02:45 YIYH WR g2 (48 @rell Wd H He—ahRgl a_T &7 o1, a1 ©d &
SR ¥ IOR & 11Bdl dlgd B AR cedr 39 WR IR 1, 99 a_e
T & BRY Hid W IFH GG B s, O R b &1 3R |
fagm foarer =marem # 9. uga o) Afa= #1a&f § afagfd ot [kam s=
DI URAT @1 g | fquell # IR 9 WA UK fhar war| fage fEwer
T & gRI USRI & fWdedl & JER R fdaree fRfra e |
UEHRI B e ofEgdg DI T | qovarq AgH fuRy e gRT |El
Uell & dob D UAEel] WR Iyl HIRgD Ud STl AEg & IMER W
3Tered Ao gRT STdTariivTor &7 afcrgfd I 12,34,600 /— S0 I ATl
feers 8, o gfg fd S 28 Sdie i Tu—<rdaR @ iR ¥ I8 Ul
TR BT TS B

989 g1 g | fagH Sif¥aar srdieiiT &1 9@ © fh fagm
SRATAT « A Bl AGhI SHD AABY THAT Bl FAqH HAIgY] &R 237
WUy Uil & AR 26 &7 & AaH #oigy B 6,162 WU DI IHDI
HIRYSD 3 AT &, Sidich Uh A8 H 30 brd o AMd gy 237 wud Ufafad
& AR JdD DI ANAD AT el 7,110 HUI AT SMHR AT B &AfT Dl
Ay @1 0T @ ST ARy |

IPT db © b fAgr IfHRer 7 Jao W A3l B G 05
AT gY D M & 9D WI & @d 8g 1,/4 IR @ KN H 2, Safs

qd% IR I¥d Aa—{udn, ST {6 gelt $H—3 9 4 2, f o3 21 o g
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R ST B W1 8 B, A Jdd B A F 1,/5 RN DI BSRA DI
ST @Ry |

ITAHT T8 W Td © b WREREIT &afd & Wy H g siferasor
= |rEed &1 efayfd wWHy 40,000 WU TAT FHGT B B T 3ifqH TR
Tq 15—15000 WU, S UHR HFA 70,000 ®R & AR A g, afd
AT Ioad| Ted & A1 fafead United India Insurance Co. Ltd.
Vs. Satinder Kaur @ Satwinder (2020) Supreme Court (SC) 425 D
JITERYT H s & Sigredl (rdieedl &H—1) /o (@rdiemedi sH—2 | 6)
/ATa—Tar (gaedt 93 9 4) YA, ¥8 G dcded @l i dI gfgfd wwy
40,000 FUY YD TAT 15,000 HUI 3ifqH TR T 9 15,000 WU AHIGT Bl
B & oI Uil &R & PRI 8| 37 SaargaR &rfegfd [ 7 gig @l
ST |

SdT dbl & R ° g™ ifdaadr yaedt / favrT &) iR 9 da
gega fear war fe =gfde fafeed National Insurance Co. Ltd. Vs.

Pranay Sethi & Ors. (2017) 16 SCC 680 & 3IJAR ®Hacl Uil DI &l AU
SRl o Wifd, ¥ Ud deed (Spousal Consortium) @1 &fd &
afqfdd ¥wU  40,000/— wUU TAT IAfH HWHR  (Funeral) &1 AT H
15,000 /— =0 T FHfad @1 8 (Loss of estate) & foI 15,000 /— ®U
9 UHR FH 70,000/ — FH B AR S Fadl % |

SF ueAl & fAg™ SMEaadrToT & &l W A fhar| smerd
ot vd yga ies fafRel &1 emgds seade fhar T3 |

I & &afd (Loss of Income)

JepROT H YT gHTHT [aid 18.03.2019 I BIFT Wiidyd 2d ¢ |
fIg™ faReT <I—TE™ 7 g0 @ A IEHId HAEG & oy dqaHd
gafeld &R 237 wUd Ul & AR T A8 H 26 i g AMd g
6,162 wud ufowre iR @ 8 Safd oma o afd o afiyfd & Sew &
forg v ArE H 30 PR a9 AMC gU & ARG S Bl IAUET fHAr e
ST T | 39 UBR Jad B M @ &l & FeRo g S9! A1fid I 237
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X 30= 7,110 ®UY AMT ST IFATgad Td IR 2| 39 UHR Jad dl
qfies 3 7110 x 12= 85,320/~ ®UJ AN A 2 |

g™ faaReT <o g§RT 9dd &1 o § Alds 9 g &1 gig
@1 U & forg 40 ufderd IR SIST T8 € T Jdd @ Mg 40 9§ AN
15 BT [V YA fhaT AT &, S <A1 faff¥=a National Insurance Co.

Ltd. Vs. Pranay Sethi & Ors. # Ufquried gl & AR =ATAI=d & T
9 W {0 Al wer g1 B1g afad TE B TS B

fagm™ faaRer <grre 3 @fdTd @9 & wy H gde R U
M3l &1 &I H WA §U 1,/4 9FT B Bkl DI 7, Sdid Jdd R IAD
AA—fOdT, S gaefl $9-3 9 4 8, 1 of3d 21 v Rfa # gae R SHa@
Oell, A dm AT, 9 UBR ol 08 MG £ | Aa: 08 INAAI B
& H WEd gU Sudd =arie fAfREd o Al H gae Bl o | @y
R BN Il Gd & w9 H 1/5 AN BT Bkl fhar SEr Sfed 2 |

3 M B &Afd B A H FETgEAR afayfd e @1 frriRor
foar Sirar & —

Eokl qq arfergfcd <fer

1. Hdd B qie 37 85,320/-

2. wAfdw # gHarell M @ gl B 34,128/- (40% of the income)
ERAN

3. AN 1,19,448/-

4, AP R WA W B STl @9 of 23,890/ (1/5 of 119448)
®erdl (1,/5)

5. 9ad Pl b U Y ]IRT 119448-23890=95,558/-
(rdremeiRror @1 arffe foixa)

6. Hdd Bl AP B JHR WR YA [0H 15

7. 3 @ &fT &I afayfd 95558x15=14,33,370/-

3rct: fagm™ faRoT <IaTer™d gRT 4o Bl 3 Bl &ffel o afayfe
ey foelg T8 T 11,64,600 /—F9A H 2,68,770 /— “UI Pl ghg HA BY
$9 SRS §RI IAG d afd @ afdyf sy T 14,33,370 /— ©R
e S 3 2 |
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URAIRS HAS (Conventional heads)

fagm <ifdgaar uelt /fovmr grT =i fafas=a National
Insurance Co. Ltd. Vs. Pranay Sethi & Ors. (2017) 16 SCC 680 # ®ad
Ol Bl Sflgdel #1 Gifd, ¥ vd weed @ efd o &fayfd wed
40,000 / —F9 B AR AW M &7 T QAT T &, W A1 I=acH

T | g1 fafre=a United India Insurance Co. Ltd. Vs. Satinder

Kaur @ Satwinder (2020) Supreme Court (SC) 425 (ST f& 9 A=l
418 gRT IR fdam 11 8) #H, Shawrrell &l Jad & |, F8 Ud Ased
(Spousal Consortium), Sa™ &I fUdr &1 Wi, ¥8 Ud Wgad (Parental

Consortium) T ARI—UAT &I U= G & A, 8 g Ay (Filial
Consortium) &1 2«1 &I &fqfd WY UJd Pl 40,000/ —HYA B AR
feearl S &1 Rigr= gfcartee fobar T g |

I HRT H g™ foaRer =g rerd 7 S| A bR, FHaT 6
B B 15—15000 wUY AT AEad @ He H JUARINI b dad
40,000 ®IY BT R IS B, Safd Iudad =ye fafreedl & el H
TSR A HWPR (Funeral) 2 15,000 /— ©U, ¥9&T &1 814 (Loss of
Estate) g 15,000/— “0 T UER-—<MER HH—1 (Tc) Jdd &I
HIfd, w8 Ud A (Spousal Consortium), UIeRii—3HaR 92 ¥ 6
(gz—gf=n) foar & &id, ¥8 ud We=d (Parental Consortium) eIl
gl $H-3 T 4 (Aa-fUan) A gF @ W0, ¥ U9 ey (Filial

Consortium) &I do & &fdyfd w@wY 40,000/— wIH UYAD

(40,000x8=3,20,000) T YT B & ATHRI ¢ | §9 IHR IAGRI DI Kol
3,50,000 /— w0 &I afcrgfel IR 39 A # faemar S S 7 )
39 UpR fdgq fooror <Imed gRT MR o—grderR &1

feetrs g efayfcd 1 § ITgadgaR gfg wxa gy Femgar afogfd afer

&1 o fear omar 2

Eokl qq arfergfcl iR
1. 3T & afd &1 afagfd 14,33,370/-
2. URHR$ HE P AR 3,50,000/-

3. Gl &fayfd 17,83,370/-
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gRomd: fagM faRer <Iarer gRT ST To—gdeR - &l
faers 15 afagfd e 12,34,600 /— TR H SWETTAR 548,770 / —SU B!
gfE§ oA gY A BY 39 AT §RT SMUTRINU-]aER &I §Hol &fayfed
I3 17,83,370 /— T el M &7 meer fear e g1 rdyeredirr grr
qd # ura @1 T8 A, gt aforgfd ¥ § qEEfea gl

STATETIRTOT ERT gd H f3Hid 17.07.2019 &I <RA A8 & B9
d 5,00,000 WY Bl AR U &I ST gl &, g8 RN A I afayfed IR0 4
H FERITT BRf |

S8l T TSl B UL 8, A Hded Ed & SUYa
<1 fafreaal 4 gfqufed Rygral & JAeer 4 9 gs arfagfd iy w
ISl X, FTol YIel R bl ol e afagfd [ & sgufcred fadavor & @4
H % Od fAg faaRer <aarerd & STQgAR YATd! U Jrad el |

STYFIIAR o1l FRAIRT @1 Sl 8| dagaR dfdd UrieT
o, IS BIg 8, FRART fhd & 2 |

(SHUBHA MEHTA),]

75/VISHAL SHARMA



