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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Miscellaneous Appeal No. 260/2017

Iffco- Tokio General Insurance Company Ltd. Through Its
Constituted Attorney/authorized Signatory, Having Its Registered
Office At 34, Nehru Place, 3Rd Floor, Iffco House, New Delhi And
Having Its Office At A-13, Third Floor, Near Khatipura Turn,
Hanuman Nagar, Vaishali Nagar, Jaipur Insurance Company Of
Vehicle Truck No.rj 31-G-6939

----Appellant/Non Claimant No. 2

Versus
1. Banwari S/o Shri Gopilal, R/o Yakubganj, Teh. And Distt.
Tonk
----Respondent/Claimant
2. Navdeep Kumar S/o Shri Thakurdas, R/o Village Jandali,

Teh. Payal, Distt. Ludhiyana, Punjab Registered Owner Of
Vehicle Truck No.rj 31-G-6939

----Respondent/Non Claimant No. 1

For Appellant(s) . Mr. Sandeep Pathak, Adv.

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Deepak Khandelwal, Adv.
Ms. Gauri Meena, Adv.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE UMA SHANKER VYAS

Judgment / Order

12/03/2026

STdTTefl T HU (@M “IUIeTed” BRI SATRM) & IR | I8
T RT 30 HHBR &fagfcd A=A, 1923 (M “srfAfrH—1923"
BBl ST & d8d [dgH A&Terd, g bdHan! efayfd =g,
1923 Tih ERI UdRY E.C.A/NF/56/2015 ¥ uiRa fora faie
19.07.2016 ¥ T BB U &I &, N Aegd 9 gedfl / e

BT Ul pH—2 &b RIS & SRIE 9r8d gucdl H " 8 WR
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B 11,35,447 / —RUd HY 12 UILd diibe 1ol Afgd UfdaR faamar
gl

fage erfdaaar rfrendfi—dmr wu &1 o & 5 uoueft
HH—2 BT dreq Uit §H1 Hul & I8l S o oifed uwedt
$HH—1 TMAGR IAART IWIGd a9 Hifeld & I geAT & F9d
ST 81, 39 919q e ATael TR e |8l 3ns B, WY Rerfa
H g™ AR =mared gRT FRedT 9 ARl & 9ag 89 @ dae
H S SrfHa f3ar AT B, 98 oigfad 9 " ET © 3R §9 MR WR
= o s faed <9 &1 e e |

fagr sifdraear srdierell &7 3k ¥ U d Jg A1 faar a7 b
amEd RIS @ SRM gEeHAUR g3 &I, 39 91dd |l uFaell R
JAMAIH  Wed TS T AU dbl b gEAT H O =i¥e o

Shantabai Ananda Jagtap & anr. Vs. Jayram Ganpati Jagtap & anr.

(2023) 8 SCC 171 Ud fhaT |
9 fauid fag™ Mf¥aadr u@efi—grderR &I IR I North

East Karnataka Road Transport Corporation Vs. Smt. Sujatha

(2019) 11 SCC 514 WRJd &xd gU Mded fbar fb gear & a9y
SIOeR gl ®H—2 & IMEH SHD I8 IR Gl o1, 9 d16q
TAER &1 R A AIRgd AT UKd @l T8 7, NTaaT dlg gvsa
el gl T | 9P I8 A faed © 6 =it aRRefoi & fafr @
Hs FRAE YT Ffddferd w8f g 3R 39 HRoT 9 S aa—1923"
BT IRT 30 @ UGl & FAR T8 3UT UIYog 81 B89 A TR
B A 7 |

AT died OrEaTad gRT <91 9T North  East

Karnataka Road Transport Corporation Vs. Smt. Sujatha (Supra)

gaTd g, s IRy dwa—9, 10, 11 9 12 F=gaR g—
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9. At the outset, we may take note of the fact, being a
settled principle, that the question as to whether the
employee met with an accident, whether the accident
occurred during the course of employment, whether it
arose out of an employment, how and in what manner
the accident occurred, who was negligent in causing
the accident, whether there existed any relationship of
employee and employer, what was the age and monthly
salary of the employee, how many are the dependents
of the deceased employee, the extent of disability
caused to the employee due to injuries suffered in an
accident, whether there was any insurance coverage
obtained by the employer to cover the incident etc. are
some of the material issues which arise for the just
decision of the Commissioner in a claim petition when
an employee suffers any bodily injury or dies during the
course of his employment and he/his LRs sue/s his
employer to claim compensation under the Act.

10. The afore-mentioned questions are essentially the
questions of fact and, therefore, they are required to be
proved with the aid of evidence. Once they are proved
either way, the findings recorded thereon are regarded
as the findings of fact.

11. The appeal provided under Section 30 of the Act to
the High Court against the order of the Commissioner
lie only against the specific orders set out in clause (a)
to (e) of Section 30 of the Act with a further rider
contained in first proviso to the Section that the appeal
must involve substantial question of law.

12. In other words, the appeal provided under Section
30 of the Act to the High Court against the order of the
Commissioner is not like a Regular First Appeal akin to
Section 96 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 which
can be heard both on facts and law. The appellate
jurisdiction of the High Court to decide the appeal is
confined only to examine the substantial questions of
law arising in the case.

=& 9 North East Karnataka Road Transport
Corporation Vs. Smt. Sujatha (q@liad) @& #AFTel H Ufouied ga=erm
& AR I8 W< ¢ & Fadr 9 eHaRl &1 ey dedl & faug g
3R 59 9o 39 fdg R & w1 forspy /=@, e ar aRE
T8 B, 99 a Oy &1 SR ued siqdfera FE gMr AT o
FepdT | g rfdgaar rdrareli T wusl @1 3R | URgd =1iad
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f9ofa Shantabai Ananda Jagtap & anr. Vs. Jayram Ganpati Jagtap

& anr. (qaig) H W1 I8 QT gfauifad &1 75 7§ fb Form anf=rea
afl dvvig 8 ¥dhdl &, 99 SdeR g fduel & | dHanl d
foriTaT &1 Ady yAIfoIT BIaT B |

SR IFI =M% TRAl & T fdelldhT d WK 7 &
it @ ®HarT b1 Hdy Afe FAISHeId @ QRIE gHedl g
e & vy Jeal 9 I & olR 9 W IR f[IaRe < gl
SUY ARl T Heg R AR R ey f&ar mar € 9 99 d@
VAT STshy HHET A1 Srfad el Bl Wied @l YA fddaT Rd 8y
JUTET T ST 3= 8l 2 |

g HEel H Ul gRT o1+ HIRkgeh AU Bl H Ig BT
foar g f& 98 gcdr & 999 SWIad dreqd Wil fauell @« a8t
A & wU H PRI o7 3R S |HI gEHeAT 89 & b Bl
I AIE HeW WE gRT |y fear 2 g8 9d @@l ©
Frgfdd & dag H Fgfaa smew, ot Ry a1 o= ais falkad
SIS U S8l U & U 39 UBR P A H AMI ®U A U
WISl Ul 8l Bl 7 | f[JaRer e gRr fear an fAshy
AT & 9T H BT IfTAT Aol AT P ToRSIGIST B UTRd fhar
a7 B8, N Rerfa g 21 = Rerfa & 59 sy 9 srdframei= faofa
T I, 3TdY IMAT AFAHAT el Hal ST HhdT |

SWIgd gRRef™l & Ay &1 33 ARaE U 39 d¥o H
J~dferd sl %\r, S YhX =1 99T North East Karnataka Road
Transport Corporation (qdiga) #  gfduifad  ga=em  dei
“ATSRIH—1923" B gRI—30 & AR I8 Ul GIoI &l 8 A
QRS 89 AR ¢ |
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RO TATATII—dHT HU &1 IR H UKJd I8 AU GRS
P S B TAT JUTARTE oy {16 19.07.2016 BT gt @I SIIA
2| WRE APEd 9 I Ided, IfE dIs ofed B8, dr 9 o
SFargaR fAwRa f& sira 2 |

faamRor <grITerd @1 Sff¥erg, IfE Ui B RWT B, A $9 AR
P Ul & A1 fAERT =marery B Uit fear S|

(UMA SHANKER VYAS),]

DINESH KUMAWAT /17



