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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Miscellaneous Appeal No. 1684/2025

Shubham Bhaskar S/o Shri Phool Singh Bhaskar, Age - 32 Years,
R/o Birodi Choti Via Bidasar, Tehsil Laxmangarh, District Sikar,
Rajasthan

----Claimant/Appellant
Versus

1. Sonu S/o Shri Alisher, Age - 30 Years, R/o Near Khaniyan
Masjid, Kachhi Basti, NBC Road Jaipur And House Number
78, Rawal Ji Ki Bagichi Hatwara Hasanpura, NBC Road
Jaipur, Rajasthan (Driver)

2. Madan Singh S/o Shri Manohar Lal, Age - 49 Years, R/o
House Number 279, Rai Colony Kachhi Basti Hasanpura-
C, Jaipur (Owner)

3. National Insurance Company Limited, Through Manager,
Regional Office, Beema Bhawan, Near Ambedkar Circle,
Bhawani Singh Road, Jaipur (Insurance Company)

----Non-Claimants/Respondents

For Appellant(s) :  Mr. Ritesh Jain, Adv.
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Ravindra Kumar Tomar, Adv.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHUTOSH KUMAR

Judgment

04/05/2026

1. el gRT I8 Uil 9T 173 AICY dre+ JfafgH—1988 &
dgd <TaTed Hiex gHedr rar Ry (Ikrs =amare™, wngy),
SR FEMR, SAR (S rr fage sfgexer & 9 9 Heifed
fhT SITQ) §RT Joid ATl H@&I—197 /2018, THH WRDR F4M
| 9 3§ uiRa ol faie 13.41.2024 (R4 =mr sy
AR & 9 | IR fHar S & 9vg UKD & TS T

2. 3drcmedl gRT fAg SffeRor & WHel, Hiex e+ gHeAdl H WY

@ 3 B O ® HoRdwy Bl 80,30,000/— BUY FolH UK B
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B FoF ST WA B T oAl fIgH Si¥aRvr gRT Qe
I AT H AT DI FoA 31,99,731 /— BUA B &fayfd ¥ 7Y
TSl 06 UlRId AT @ X 9 fiearg T & | Saa nafya iy
A T BIHR TR U, el @ IR ¥ afayfa iy #
JIa! fhd ST 2 URga @ T 2 |

3. SRM 989 fdgM oftaar omienedl &1 d& @ 7 fdgm
JIBROT gRT YTl ARSI 5,226 /— BUI LRI &I STHR
Fe FRT @1 TN &, Tafds ga9d g1 Adienell W@ 1 golagiid
As ol RUIRT BT BRI B 20,000 / — U UfTATE M oI bRl
o7 | gee H Ifdielel & B—WR H RAHT T 3y TR A PR
ge ¢, Mo aMfes g9a 9 S8 IRR R §d 40 Ffaea m)
feratrar e arm R g | fdg stfedeR srdenell o1 ¥ A1 do
el & & fage 1o gRy wiodsy § 89 arell gE—gfaen & &1
® He H Pig IR T8I ferdrs 78 & o1 IRINS g HHRiD drel o1
75 H 9 39 Aol | W e ® iy fRaars o g o
QIANT @I T | A Jdreedt @ IR W UK 31 WIBR @l
SR dfagfd T § g’ fd ST @1 ureier &1 TR |

4. TES QWA fagm oidgaar u@efl 9/ &9 @ iR 9
SURIF Thl BT IR A g [Ag™ ARHRT & Fvig a7 gite fdy
S g Srdiereil @ IR | AR @I T e Bl WIRS Ty
ST @ Ui B IR

5. THl uEl @ 989 gl WA uAEell 9 fdgM AT &
3Nelg &1 Db T 737 |

6. M B gHeA # Irdiemedl B HIRd g3 Al B Holdwy
SHD IRR W Gl 40 Uerd oI1g Malaar om=r um&m ar €, oin
fh IRl FRITIAr g0 U USe—18 & I[ddlidd | W | He
gHeAr # oed afdadl & afigfd e M & ded | AmHE
AT ST §RT U =11 g<Id Anant Son of Sidheswar
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Dukre Vs. Pratap son of Zhampannappa Lamzane & Anr.
reported in (2018) 9 Supreme Court Cases 450, H Rigrd
gfauifed foar g < 941 UeR 9§ ® -

“"12. In case of motor accidents leading to
injuries and disablements, it is a well settled
principle that a person must not only be
compensated for his physical injury, but also
for the non-pecuniary losses which he has
suffered due to the injury. The claimant is
entitled to be compensated for his inability to
lead a full life, and enjoy those things and
amenities which he would have enjoyed, but
for the injuries."

"13. The purpose of compensation under the
Motor Vehicles Act is to fully and adequately
restore the aggrieved to the position prior to
the accident. This Court in Yadava Kumar v.
National Insurance Co. Ltd. explained “just
compensation” in the following words:"

"15. It goes without saying that in matters of
determination of compensation both the
tribunal and the court are statutorily charged
with a responsibility of fixing a “just
compensation”. It is obviously true that
determination of a just compensation cannot
be equated to a bonanza. At the same time the
concept of "“just compensation” obviously
suggests application of fair and equitable
principles and a reasonable approach on the
part of the tribunals and courts. This
reasonableness on the part of the tribunal and
court must be on a large peripheral field.”

7. UAEC @ @A H Ube BAT © b fage srf¥awer 7
3G} Pl 3R HADH BT A U SHD! AINID AT 5,226 / —
S0 MEiRA &1 7, fbg e & F9g el &1 3y 25 99 10
a1 off dor g8 d1.3h. SR o7 3R W &1 Adisd RUIRIT &1
B HIAT AT| 39 uRRefAl I8 e gear & fedid
15.07.2016 I GiteITd IWd §Y ddd bl AUl Dl HIel 1HD
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BT A g SUd ARG 3T 221 x 30 = 6,630 /— TUd fAeiRd
fepar ST Sferd @Rl B 1 U Refd # SRME §TERE SR
fafice T v /9 9 3= Rulcs 9 (2017) 16 T, 680 H
gforarfed gl & TgaR, rdiemefl @1 oy &1 gftewd I@d g
feiRa #1fT® 3T 6,630 /— TUY TR AfAST DI TART & A H 40
OfreTd 2,652 /— BUY B FIA™ fHAT ST SMUET € | 39 UBR Gl
IE ARG M 9,282 /— Ul fuiRa o S 8, St erforgfel o
BT IR I |

8. BENIA gHcd ¥ el & BU—IR g IWRR & A= 9r H
TR A SR 88 © | Uil & HIRG Al & Afed g9d 4
ardremeft & IR H Ht 40 Ufoerd Y ATEAr T URT T €,
o T 6 g fFEhgdr gHv-ua Ueei-18 @ Jddldd | WK © |
fagm arfdraxor =1 el @7 40 gfcerd Ml FARadr & MR W
M & afa At 40 ufderd & AFY 2 @ erdiemedi ®I 40 ufderd
g FRITGAr 89 & JAER R 89 Al bl @I 3y &I &fd 40
gfererd 8FT UK 2 | AgI9R STdredl a1 AIRTES 1 9,282 /— WY
BT 40 Ulaed 3713 /— $UU BIAT & ol Mdienedf & wfdsy # 8™
arell g B ARG &fer B |

9. agd HeAT yeedl & ey 25 9§ 10 fegw B WfRER 2
fagm™ srfdraxor =1 Jrdiemell &1 Mg 26 ¥ 30 a¥ & HeF A g
M T B &fy @ T B 17 & U6 &I YANT fhar a1 7|
9 Ady # fag™ sifdaaar st o &1 d@ 3'r § 5 erdemeft o
MY 25 q¥ AT off oifchd SO 26 q¥ B MY YOI A8l @l o | g9
BRI &fgfed FeRer gq dTetedl &I 21 | 25 99 & MY a9 H @l
SIHR 18 T T[0T ST SIT UTErd off |

10. 39 H9Y ¥ TART A1 I8 & o gad ge1 srdrand] @ oMy
25 99 ¥ 1 Afdep off, fbwg Uil YUl wu | 26 99 MY BT 7Ll
B3 AT| S9 G H AMHIY STEdH IR gRT A$  gaeid
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M.H. Uma Maheshwari & Ors. Vs. United India Insurance
Co. Ltd. & Anr. reported in 2020 (2) R.A.R. 185 (SC) H ug A7

ad fhar g b —

"9. The Tribunal, by recording a finding that
the deceased was in the age group of 40 to
50 years, applied the multiplier of 13 while
calculating the compensation. The High
Court, curiously while maintaining the
multiplier of 13 as per the judgment of this
Court in compensation only on the ground
that the deceased was aged 50 years 3
months on the date of the accident, as such
the compensation is to be calculated on
account of loss of dependency by granting
future prospects at 15% but not 30%. So far
as the application of multiplier of 13 by the
Tribunal is concerned, the High Court has not
interfered with the same. When the age of
the deceased was considered in the group of
40 to 50 years, we are of the view that the
High Court has committed error in granting
only 15% towards future prospects instead
of 30%. As per the judgments of this Court,
primarily the age group is to be considered.
Considering the age group as 40 to 50 years,
when the multiplier of 13 is maintained by
the High Court, there is no reason or
justification for reducing the compensation
by granting 15% towards future prospects.
Though the learned counsel appearing for
Respondent 1 Insurance Company has
submitted that the compensation towards
future prospects was awarded as per the
Constitution Bench judgment of this Court in
National Insurance Co. Ltd. v. Pranay Sethi’
but at the same time it is to be noticed that
in the very same judgment in para 59.3,
while considering the grant of future
prospects, this Court has specifically said
that the addition should be 30% if the age of
the deceased was in the age group of 40 to
50 years. For application of multiplier, the
High Court has also accepted the age group
of the deceased between 40 and 50 years. In
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that view of the matter, there is no reason
for reducing the compensation by granting
future prospects at 15% only."

11. T Rafd & WRem qat g 3= 999 I8l SNUIE BRI g
=1 Ruide 377 (2009) 6 THH. 121, TH.UE. SHT HAevaNl (SWRIT)
qT YO WS CBWRIEA) & " # ufoued Riga & emaR W
3rdTarel B 9iasr H B aTell I &1 &AfYfd &I TUET 2 rdreredi
@ Y DI GETd @ U 18 BT UM W1 ST SfUferd o |
degdR  Idieell &r 9w H BN gl A Bl Hol  Efd
8,702 X 12 X 18 = 15,66,360 /— U Bl & I 31UTeAmefl UT<d A
®T BN T |

12. TEM Rvr gR1 oMiemedl & #fseha fdal & ds H
21,06703/— JUI d Ulftcd JEBR &I AS H 53,000/— DU
TAT ITARITT & 7 H 50,000 /— DU B Y feeqars 18 &, orad
g9 B3 gxdey fhar ST Sfud ) 9 € |

13, fag™ =T gry el &7 sRIR® g AFRIe UIsT &1 9
# 500,000 /— B9 HI AR crars T 21 SaT R BT 89 widwy
H B dTell §E—giaem ¥ & &1 A8 § AT IRIRS 9 ARG UeT
DI 7G| 3ffHT ST S AHSd ¢ |

14. GEeAT H Mg Al & Holdwd UTeedi 106 &7 T& AT
H oclt 38T 2 O Reafa &9 srdieneft &1 106 foe eRudrer # el
& I AT | 600 /— BU UG & & H FHel 63,600 /— SUI DI
03T factarr S Sfaa e 2 |

15. fagm Sfdevor gRT et & uRaR® /98r™e &l A¢ |
63,600/ — TUY @I RN fAeas T8 2| goeAT & U Irdranedf
FAT—fh, So—ded g e Ff B H TRl & AR Siad
SIH ®g 9rg B T 7| it & fSmt fede udw-22 &
AR 3rdretredl o VAT SR 81 g ® Sl Sl Udbfd @ g |
el @ fafcaara TR U3 Uevi—22 o ad 28 W WK § b
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srfiemeft w1 g & 9 UAF a¥ ruare # Wl BMT usT T
STgl S9d! el ¥ T Us oY RS9 e T gedr 8 | $9fely
YISl I gHeAT W A dEl b hoRawy WIS H gell Bl
3MITIHAT BT TAT BB IRTATA H 9T B B | gl FH1aT &,
e foly S AT | U F8d & A AR T &l
TSTT | 31 9y § 89 dTcl Sollol & @4 &l Ac § 89 et &l
1,00,000/— ¥ T 90 H BW I IORG AT bl AS H
50,000 / — BUY qAT URTARS /FE—IdH &I 78 H 1,00,000 /— JUI DI
IR gy ¥ feerarr S Sfad dHsa 2

16. AT SIEHRUT GRT SATORA AT & IR g 3T BT B DI
Hqg ¥ el &I dIs AR A8 fAdag g 2| ST AFel Bl
gHe H Ul &I HIRA g5 AIcl & Holdwd IHBT ATl B
4 A8 IF Il T | 39 SRM IHHT Udh IR AT 83T © | 39 UBR
arfiemefl B9 4 ATE IH BRI BT H AH & BRI | Oy Rerfer #
EH 4 HIE BT I dI 8 & A H 6,630 x 4 = 26,520 /— BT P
<R Jdiereft &1 fierarar S S |we 2

17. AM &I "eqAr H o<l d8d | ARoi—14 UAS1—2593,

gl A2 & W BT A1 dAT g gl Ul S 1 g
Y YTl TSSO S T8 Bl ATl fhar ST RET o, il
5 1 Hron @ S diforfl @1 W Seoa 7 i diferdy @
al B WE Soodwd b aell B g vEd gy fage
3ABRYT gRT U Yue RepaR” & RAGd & MR WR A1 HH Dl
amew f&ar & f a7 afogfd fr @ Rl arh / srdiemedt &1 arar
PN J SFb SURIT IGT Bl g W a8 dladd ggdl I&ar—1 g
e W Ul W2 W agd R od | fage iR Ry
“§ yre Rew’ & ddg # o ey Aaren Tar g S9H aIS
BYCEY b1 ST 89 S 81 A9 © |
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18.  JHIAR 3Gl / Feric F 1 UdR A &fagfd i1 ura o3
PI IARBRT & —
P4 9. AN /915 59 fofg & d8a FuiRa @t
Y afdr
1. Wﬁwﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ;ﬂﬂaﬁmaﬁ 15,66,360 / — BT
g
2, Afsdha 9l o 9 # 21,086,703 / — BT
3, Uiftcd MR &Y Ag o 53,000 / — U
4. gRagd I PI Ag H 50,000 / — U
5, INIRF T AFRID GreT 5,00,000 / — ST
T
qiqsr § g arell gE—gfden o
HH BT HE H
6. 106%%?%%’#6&% 63,600 / — WU
7 I SUIR Wd @1 7E | 1,00,000 / — =0
8. wfasr gyRag & @ 79 § 50,000 / — ®UY
9. IRARIS / AEIdH BT A H 1,00,000 / — =TI
10. 4 HTE BT 1T BT B HI 9 H 26,520 / — U
1. | 39 <OITad gRT FEiRa & w18 46,16,183 / — TR
grfergfcl iR
12. fag™ srfSraxor gRT faetars T8 31,909,731 / — ®W
afogfd <t
13. | 9Nt U afagfd Wl # siR 14,16,452 / — BT
19. TEJAR YT Uil 3T ®U A WHR B Sk fag™

JqfgdHver gNRT UiRd  Udre, b gWI

3drettedl / Fer¥ic Bl

31,99,731 /— ®W feeary S &1 fAofy oiRa fear ar 8, @ <=
TR 46,16,183 /— ®UI &1 Udalc UIRT fHar Sam 81 Sad T )
FRATIAR SIRIBR Bl bl STQ | el gRT qd d Ui & T
IR BT gaTe IR H A FHRINT fhar ST 2y iR srdieeil urd

PR

20.

21.

22.

BT BRI T ST & |

9 fofa grr 9o ¥ afoglt ¥ R e qRR @R @
fafer I ardfiemeft, 8 uforera arffe st UM HRA BT SMABRI T |

o/ #1 Ul & AT UGROT BT SfWRG FeSd BRI Pl
ST S |
TaIIR I8 Ul FaiRd &1 Sl 7 |
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23. |l AAfgd YRS & 9l SWIFIER PR far S
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(ASHUTOSH KUMAR),J

KESHAV VERMA /27



