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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 7394/2026

Dinesh Kumar Yadav S/o Shri Shivdayal Yadav, Aged About 45
Years, R/o Dhani Jarsingh Vali, Village Nareda, Tehsil Kotputli,
District Jaipur, Rajasthan.

----Petitioner
Versus

1. United India Insurance Ltd., Through Branch Manager,
Branch Office Nh-8, Near Deewan Hotel, Kotputli, Jaipur.

2. United India Insurance Ltd., Through Regional Manager,
Add-Sahara Chamber, Floor No.02, Tonk Road, Jaipur.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Abhinav Srivastava
For Respondent(s)

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SAMEER JAIN

Order

01/05/2026

1. The present petition is filed against the impugned award
dated 11.02.2026, passed by the learned Permanent Lok Adalat,
Jaipur District, Jaipur, whereby the application preferred by the
petitioner has been dismissed.

2. This Court upon hearing the contentions put forth by the
learned counsel, and upon scanning the material available on
record, is not inclined to interfere in the instant matter, for the
reasons noted herein below:

2.1 That the scope of interference is minuscule and need to
invoke the writ or extraordinary jurisdiction of this Court is limited.
It is opined that in order to invoke such jurisdiction under

constitutional provisions, warrants apparent malafides,
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arbitrariness and illegality. The said view is substantiated from the
ratio encapsulated by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Life
Insurance Corpn. of India and Ors. v. Asha Goel (Smt.) and
Another, (2001) 2 SCC 160, relevant extracts from which are

reproduced as under:
"10. Article 226 of the Constitution confers
extraordinary jurisdiction on the High Court to issue
high prerogative writs for enforcement of the
fundamental rights or for any other purpose. It is wide
and expansive. The Constitution does not place any
fetter on exercise of the extraordinary jurisdiction. It is
left to the discretion of the High Court. Therefore, it

cannot be laid down as a general proposition of law

that in no case the High Court can entertain a writ

petition under Article 226 of the Constitution to enforce

a _claim under a life _insurance policy. It is neither

possible _nor proper to enumerate exhaustively the

circumstances in which such a claim can or cannot be

enforced by filing a writ petition. The determination of

the question depends on consideration of several
factors like, whether a writ petitioner is merely
attempting to enforce his/her contractual rights or the
case raises important questions of law and
constitutional issues, the nature of the dispute raised;
the nature of inquiry necessary for determination of
the dispute etc. The matter is to be considered in the
facts and circumstances of each case. While the
jurisdiction of the High Court to entertain a writ
petition under Article 226 of the Constitution cannot be
denied altogether, courts must bear in mind the self-
imposed restriction consistently followed by High
Courts all these years after the constitutional power
came into existence in not entertaining writ petitions

filed for enforcement of purely contractual rights and
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obligations which involve disputed questions of facts.

The courts have consistently taken the view that in a

case where for determination of the dispute raised, it is

necessary to inquire into facts for determination of

which it may become necessary to record oral evidence

a proceeding under Article 226 of the Constitution, is

not the appropriate forum. The position is also well

settled that if the contract entered between the parties

provide an alternate forum for resolution of disputes

arising from the contract, then the parties should

approach the forum agreed by them and the High

Court in writ jurisdiction should not permit them to

bypass the agreed forum of dispute resolution. At the

cost of repetition it may be stated that in the above
discussions we have only indicated some of the
circumstances in which the High Court have declined to
entertain petitions filed under Article 226 of the
Constitution for enforcement of contractual rights and
obligation,; the discussions are not intended to be

exhaustive. This Court from time to time disapproved

of a High Court entertaining a petition under Article

226 of the Constitution in matters of enforcement of

contractual rights and obligation particularly where the

claim by one party is contested by the other and

adijudication of the dispute requires inquiry into facts.

We may notice a few such cases; Mohd. Hanif v. State

of Assam; Banchhanidhi Rath v. State of Orissa;
Rukmanibai Gupta v. Collector, Jabalpur; Food Corpn.
of India v. Jagannath Dutta and State of H.P. v. Raja
Mahendra Pal.”

(emphasis supplied)

2.2 That in the matter at hand there is no apparent
illegality and that the learned learned Permanent Lok Adalat upon

assiduous scanning of the vital aspects of the matter at hand has
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given its conscience opinion. The relevant upheld opinion of the

order dated 11.02.2026 is reproduced herein under:

"14. If U1 & GRT gferd U foaR & gefeT & o
¢l 715 BT Al THT IS BRI 61 & b gl o faamagR o
reff Bt RO R Srfarg! 61 &1 ot | wnff 3t 59 o &
Pl Ul Pis feqiw sifed =8 § T a8 RUIE gfey o
AR # %4 4 T3 1 39 RUIE &1 U | I8 & &I Jgrdl
I gerd 1| gER faw 7 ¥ afe gio o feagR did
R Ugad! df 39 ISR &I NUC giom o1 foaR &
RIS H 3=y ferdt St

15, U 3 T 39 Bicuid RUI ¥ ag +ff 9+ o1l & foh
=g RUIE & YR W Y &I goeT &) a1 el foar o
Hife 39 RA & gferg &1 M R 3 forar g, orgee
Id ¢ o gfor forddt o goar R A R e ot s
gferd &1 Al WR 3 &1 axg urlf & gxaras § JHIf el
g1 39 Raré o ureff 7 orga SRR &1 9 i 76 A § fb
gad gHcHl B Slzar dle- & IdT gl Tl Fifes wreff wad &
IR U8 gdel & THT argd | HINlg el UTl 39 UHR I
T I8 UId § o ol o g1 gfery o faamagR & Roie oo
FH Y ST 7 T g1 € aUT I8 Udhe gl § b 39
UJHR B! Blemid RUic s amareg H Ugd &1 715 |, I g
gl

16. UTdf 7 I g a1gd H WIdRM W 8R4 RIS
R IWT ged! T U SIHT 91T 81 39 Gaey T Srmeff
G&l 9 30 SaT1d P IR0 AT 4 T 39 §1d B1 3ifdd foar o
for OTd URA & HYH DI TG B TR AU BT HITRME
WH R A Yafdd $9a139 TR 1389 1% 23.07.2019
feam 9§ 71 R foar o1 59 ot fodt A1t arges g+ ¥ Ard
o1 uRag fear Sar g o o1 faedt & ared ufkagT &1
ol | Tyt &1 98 IR o1 7 a1 o R gU AT & Hafed
faect &1 ufafaft <marera faferf & THe uvgd Hrar. o™
Tt o 39 HYH @1 97 HadT i A ghed TRt ae 9
et YRR T[HIW ST QT 4TI drgd § WX gU H1d & ard
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FRATS T8 Bl 39P day H W dig g onfe sifiieig W) vdd
SRR

17 AR o day # off Ul 59 e & qHe 9%
g1l # 8T 3maT §1 9T &1 gUeTRId ¥ geT fadr Mar iR
GHCATRIA P UT SUD! Bl ol STl T YHRUT B
gATael § WaR & GRI A 7T $& BIeRTh UKd f6d T g
3 IS Y ¥ U6 §1d df 98 9HH 317d! § fh 9aar 3 98l
T T 3 I 1 FAde 78 foran ] | gele G argd &t
e UBR J Wicl T8l ol 718 ¢ fordl it Wiel # argd &t daR
Wi @I -6l ST T 81 S9P S@dl Hih IR argd &l
qRAfAEHdl S g SUD] DIy o TR IT A TR Bl
o UR WR a1 foram |1 39 31aral off B fod 14 § a8
1} g &1 dfer a1 3 § | 2ffe TR 3 T Wieums e 3
o o1 wret & 41t € Hieh fban AT 8, | ag &1 wie Bl
4 3R Xfte =T 2 & HH A:AT 3 W I8 & Bic] B ¢ dl
g8 oo fowid wicl €1 fic I= 3 & wiel 9= 3 |
aigd @1 Ul 3! dis! el Jamd fg@Ts odl § Siaid =fie
=T 2 § wicl 9T 3 ® <@ A U1 Udid gidl ¢ fob aTg &1
7o @ 9181 focpd TH 81 gob! § 3R I8 Sie! ®gl T g8 Ui
feras et 3T S AR BRI S 94 & gRI oy T
& IO +f gefear &1 arHen dfery gydid gar 3|

18. TH W o uef Sara & U8 a1 foradn 8 fob Farm
T hRR AT A STAY IUAY Tl HIs | GO dRB FAIR
AT B TR STAHR o i gt fRaié o foraar 8
STafdh 39 U0 H Ul UATael R 39 UHR B Dl 31d184
1t ureff & gRT SUTS HIAT AT § 3R A1 8F runeff ey ot
3R W U FHarn 71 g | oy ff gamR 3t Ruid dfery
gdid gt g |

19. Y USRI T TP Hedyul a1d I8 +ff um= ofs ¢ o 39
drg DT USIia- WHIUT UF EYRT, SR SICH3l & gRI sidh
fore o faam T o1l <arTed & S § 98 S § o ated
DT USRI siidh [CRE DR & 91 181 Bl fthe-d 9 WA

3fe e T8t fopan S gepdr| g=fy 9daR ftheay g wRfte &
Y garm g dfeT ulf & gRT 39 AT & GHEY dTgT Bl
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WRfe g e Uxd el foodl 711 § | 89K fa=% 0 H, o
g RT3 Ald 3fGIed dTe | gU Jhu ¥ Tafdd I & aed
BT URI&I01 R QT § ol THI g1 & fob o1 g 9 raer 4
fJdes B 3O DIg Ad Ude IR ¢l 39 I & fau
3aRTH ¢ b 39 UHR & Fad W o & g Ul &
YT d U axdTdell § TH% IRl &1 daugdd
A & SRR H T|d U TR0 B 3R 9 39 R DIs T
e B | UTIAT OF B THIOG H-- Bl aridie wrlf &1 g &,
o uRfRufaat & urdf & fou gea arafos o <amed &
TqHe] TG RIS T 3R 3T Gafd gxaraord Ht oreff &1
TATerd o THE TG a1y ¥, dfep ol goH sRmd @181

20. 3T UHR0T H O/ fh G HWR T § (o gUeIId Bl
ged foar a1 g1 auH df IRE! Tl d TIH & 7
TR 7181 31TdT| S 3faaT ol R W gdedT g8 agi 9
Ut a8 DI 3R ®IM W gel faar a1 9uT 59 Yo 4 off
qTe- ATce UT DT Dl JUY T SR TR Ugd el [l
T 3R AT 81 I8 S 11 & a1g arae & i DI qaR
T 7 18T | a1 Fof guel 811 & dIdqg dle- dIad Pl ORI
3t oft =ie 7Y o, ug ard o umRur o uRfRufaat & gee
& Ty § T et €1

2.3 That the reasoning adopted by the learned Permanent
Lok Adalat is justified vis-a-vis the facts and circumstances of the
matter and the same ought not to be interfered by the High Court,
under its supervisory or writ jurisdiction, as this Court is of a
considered opinion that for redressal of the matter at hand,
minute disputed question of facts are addressed and the
appropriate authority to carry out the said exercise is learned
Permanent Lok Adalat. It is also noteworthy that the awards
passed by the Permanent Lok Adalat are conclusive, and final in

nature, as per the scheme and objective of the Legal Services
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Authorities Act, 1987, more specifically as per the provisions

enshrined under Section 22E, which is reproduced as under:
"22E. Award of Permanent Lok Adalat to be

final.—(1) Every award of the Permanent Lok

Adalat under this Act made either on merit or in

terms of a settlement agreement shall be final and

binding on all the parties thereto and on persons

claiming under them.

(2) Every award of the Permanent Lok Adalat under
this Act shall be deemed to be a decree of a civil
court.

(3) The award made by the Permanent Lok Adalat
under this Act shall be by a majority of the persons
constituting the Permanent Lok Adalat.

(4) Every award made by the Permanent Lok Adalat
under this Act shall be final and shall not be called

in_question in _any original suit, application or

execution proceeding.

(5) The Permanent Lok Adalat may transmit any
award made by it to a civil court having local
jurisdiction and such civil court shall execute the

order as if it were a decree made by that court.”

3. In summation of the above-noted, it can be jot down that
the awards passed by the learned Permanent Lok Adalat, ought
not to be judicially reviewed unless there is apparent arbitrariness
or the award is ex facie non speaking; that when the award passed
by the learned Permanent Lok Adalat covers all the parameters of
vital consideration and circumstances, rather is sans any
perversity, arbitrariness, violation of natural justice, malafides;
that in view of ex facie non-arbitrariness and the view laid down in
Life Insurance Corpn. of India (supra), that as per the

mandate of Section 22E of the governing statute, which makes it
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categorically clear that the awards passed by the learned
Permanent Lok Adalat are conclusive and final in nature, this Court
is not inclined to entertain the present petition.

4, In view of the aforementioned, the instant petition is
dismissed being bereft of any merits and there exist no apparent
arbitrariness in the impugned award dated 11.02.2026 passed by

the learned Permanent Lok Adalat.

(SAMEER JAIN),]

Pooja /14



