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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Miscellaneous Appeal No. 3649/2007
URN: CMA / 5854U / 2007

Bajrang Singh son of Shri Mohan Singh, aged 53 years, resident
of village and post Beelwadi Tehsil Virat Nagar District Jaipur
(Raj.)

----Claimant-Appellant

Versus

1. Vijendra Singh son of Late Shri Ratan Singh Rathaur,
resident of House No. 486, Ladi Walon Ki Bagichi, Ghat
Gate, Jaipur and at present resident of Near Fort, Virat
Nagar District Jaipur (Raj.)

2. Bahadur Gurjar son of Shri Chhaju Ram Gurjar, resident
of Bas Udai Singh Post Beelwadi, Tehsil Virat Nagar
District Jaipur (Raj.)

3. The New India Assurance Company Limited, Regional
Office, Nehru Place, Tonk Road, Jaipur (Raj.) through
Regional Manager.

----Non-Claimants-Respondent

For Appellant(s) : Mr. Sandeep Mathur, Adv.
For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Lokesh Atrey, Adv.

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHUTOSH KUMAR

Judgment

15/07/2026

1. Ul g§RT I8 3MUld gRT 173 HIeR d18d ARAIH—1988 &
ded ST Hie} GHedl T[T ~IIedRy, ¥eyN forer Sy
(S et fagm fdeRer & 9W 9 GaIfd fear e g
FoI¥ ATFAPT HEAT—462 /2004, SoR+T g 99 faors Rig 7 o9
oTRa fora f&=Tie 29.06.2007 & 9¥g URd &I 715 T |

2. el gRT fag 3MfYdHvur & |Hel, Hie} d1g< geedl H W3
% 3MMed 8 SIM & HhoRawy $el 9,00,000/— BUY Fold UT DR
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Bq dod Il UG I W AT | fAgr SIfeRu gR1 Sad @l
giferepT § Il Bl Bl 2,27,521 /— BUI DI &fayfd IR 9 AT 7
gfed A T @ &) 9 fidars Y 2| Saa fofla @ afda gew
TR T, rdiereff @ ok & erfayfe If # dQia™) fvd oM
B TR B T T

3. SR 989 fagm oidgaar srfiemeff @1 @ e g fagm
BT gRT Teefi @ HIfE MI 3,006 /— T AR @
SRR Ffe HING @ T8 8, Saih qad geAT e Sre vrT #
SHUTA & I8 TR TRANI Al B 3,300 /— ST YfHIE &I 3T
AfSta @xar om| geer # orfiemeft & = 9 W # SrRepdw qenm
IR @ 31 W H ARV g TR @I &1RA g &, o anffed
gqg ¥ SHD INR TR fol 2550 Ul R FARgar s g
T 21 fagm eifdaamr erfienedt @1 ww W 9w ' ® 5 fagm
3BT RT 9ISy H B dTell JE—JAar & HH & A8 H Bdlg
Y 8T factars g ® de IRIR® 7 Aie el & 95 § 9 3=
7ol H 9 ai® FHA AR fAdtars W 7, H deradt a1 W |
31 3qTeredl &1 IR W UKId Tl WIhR DI SR &fcrgfed e 4
eI fhd ST @1 Uei=T & Y|

4. U@ fouda fagm sfd@aar gt §r & @ IR W
IR debl Bl faRIE dxd gU do faar fb wWighd wu 4 rdiemed
JFd "edl URE A9 B8F & BRI RGN dHanl T, Ry widsy |
B drell 3T Bl blg &fd T8 gz © | 3fd: AUl @l R |
AR DI TN 31T BT WIRS BT ST DI URAT B 7T |

5. T Uel @l 989 gl WA uAdell 9 fdgre SifdeRer @
JNMIERG BT Adetien [T T |

6. UM & AAAIBT A Udhc BT © b AWl & gedr faid
03.05.2004 B ddTg AT & TAT g geAT JUTeedi Bl ST fa9mT +
SHUTA & UG IR IRBNI AldR] B 3,300 /— SUI GfaHE da+ g1
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P M IS HAT garam AT B, e Feg § rdiemeft gRT W

B I AT UF Ucei—28 UKId Tl AT & | e TR SHd]
IV, 2004 H ARG Id9 3,006 /— BUY U BT 3ifdhd B | Iad
AT YA U & JMER W AgH AfTHI0T gIRT Srdletedl &1 A1l
M 3,006 /— vud fAuiRd ®x smdiemefi &1 ®IRd 2550 ufaerd
W fFRgdr & R W S9! T 76653 /— U HfHTE
FeIRT &R adieredl & 50 a¥ @1 Y Bl giteqrd @A gU 13 &
TOTH BT TART HR AUTerell &l wfdsy & g9 arell Mg &l &fq @
75 H @I 1,19,578 /— TUU B R TR T &, Safdh el
DI ISHIT HHART B & HROT 9T § B arell Mg |, ger #
PR ATl B Hod™y, dls efd B JaE-T 21 g | 3 9fosg o
B dTell 3 & efd &1 A H rdiaedl & &3 g 8F1 87 78
urdl © |

7. A @I gHeAT H el & TRR W §Hol 2550 Ulaerd el
PR g9 U R g, e gite srdiereli & el i
UHIO] U3 Uegi—12 9 Bl g, fbeg fdgr sifeeRer g1 ardiereil &
INIR® T AFRTS UIST &I 7g § 25,000 /— ST & 30 fomars
T &, S $H 2| Uil oo War # BRkd § a1 eia
HHARAT B W FRArgar #Ikd 89 @ hoRawy ARINEG
RS dreT o1 J8 ¥, 9fds § B drell G@—JAEAl o HHl b
75 H, dificd MER & A # 9 3= #gl # afayfd ¥y faeary o=
& dey H AFAY Jegad IR gRT ¥$ §id Nargis

Siddiqui Vs. Oriental Insurance Co. Ltd. & Ors. (@ Special
Leave Petition (Civil) No. 2578/2016) decided on 24.04.2026

3 9o § fA=faRaa Rigra ufquifea far war g —

"6. Upon appeal by the Respondent-
Insurance Company, the High Court
maintained the findings on negligence but
erroneously set aside the compensation for
loss of future earnings. The High Court
reasoned that since the appellant was a
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government employee and had continued in
service without a reduction in salary or
removal from her post, she had suffered no
actual loss of income.

7. The appellant is a teacher. A 39.07%
permanent disability, which restricts her
ability to stand for long hours, sit cross-
legged, or move freely, has a direct and
deleterious impact on her professional
efficiency and career advancement. While
her current salary may be protected by
government service rules, her "earning
capacity" in the open market and her
eligibility for promotions and seniority-linked
benefits have been severely compromised.

8. We have heard the learned counsel for the
parties and perused the material on record.
While the base monthly income of 6,230/-
as determined by both the courts below is
maintained, we find that the High Court
failed to adequately compensate the
appellant for the profound impact of a
39.07% permanent disability on her quality
of life and physical well-being. Even in cases
where pecuniary loss of income is not
immediately evident due to continued
employment, the non-pecuniary losses—
specifically the physical trauma, mental
agony, and the permanent loss of amenities
—must be assessed with greater sensitivity
to reflect "just compensation.”

9. In view of the severity of the fractures
and the resultant shortening of the limb, we
find it appropriate to modify the
compensation by enhancing the non-
pecuniary heads to address the appellant's
lifelong suffering.

10. Hence, the final compensation is re-
determined and awarded as per the chart
mentioned below:"

Sr. Heads Awarded Amount Cases
Nos.
1 Medical Rs. 2136/-
Expenses
2 Special Diet & Rs. 28,010/- Sidram v. Divisional
Transportation Manager, United
India Insurance Ltd.
(2023) 3 SCC 439
Para 89 and 111
3 Pain And Rs. 5,00,000/- K.S. Muralidhar v. R.
Suffering Subbulakshmi and
Anr. 2024 SCC
Online SC 3385 Para
13 and 14
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4 | Loss of Rs. 3,50,000/- Raj Kumar v. Ajay
Happiness & Kumar (2011) 1 SCC
Amenities 343 Para 6

5 |Loss of Income during Rs. 32,740/-
treatment

Total Rs. 9,12,886/-

8. Y e d AW H A rfieaned IS HHART € qr aiHE
H Prkd 7, gl ufafeq diedt &) o1 8, O SHal Rl
fFEafaar & SR erdd dier 9 orgfdem Brh, O Refa # &,
IRIRG T ARG ST &I A1 | 2,00,000 /— JUY TAT AfAST H B
el GE—Gaamsil & HHT & A H 2,00,000/— TG DI AR
3rqrereft BT faetarar ST Sfad e € |

9. fagm 3frexur gRr erdiemelt &1 19 fiaw d@ U # il
e @ AS H 9500/— YUY, Ui THR dAel @ A H 25,000/ —
SO qAT AfSh fdell B AT H 33208 /— IYY, WISl WG & A
¥ 235 /— BW BI AR ficrarg T8 ©, I Sad Hel # feorars 8
3T # B9 BIs ey fhar o Sfud J8) 99s € |

10. I8 STfErexer gRT 3rqienell &I Ulfted 3MER g URdGE &l A1
H gUd | Bls IR TE f&eds Mg 21 I 89 Ifdreedl @l Sad
S ASl W AYad WY W 25000/— YA Bl AR IAGrET ST
SIERECEE NI

11.  fagm™ S1fderor gRT Sidiemmeil @ U 3 SiURe« =B 15,000/ —
S0 B AR Rear Y &, R Henfia e=d g &9 ordianedl &
10,000 /— YU UfT SATURYM @I &R F Hal 30,000 /— YA Bl AR
Iy fafdear @1 Ag # feeamr SAr Sfud |9ws 2 |

12.  IFIER 3Gl / Ferdie 1 UbR | &fagfd i ura w3
BT ARNHN & —

B9 MY /A5 59 fvlg & a=a
=T iR & =i =fdr
1. IRIR® a ARG YT & A7 H 2,00,000 / — ST
2. Wfasg § g aren @gﬁﬁm B HH DI 2,00,000 /— Y

e

3. 19 fed 3RTdrer § Wl Y& @f 78 § 9,500 / — B
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4, g TR drel df g€ H 25,000 / — B9
5, afsdha foai o 9 # 33,208 / — U
6. NI T @ 9 § 235 /— U
7. Uiftcd IMER 25,000 / — U
oI
qRIg g ITITT Bl 7g |
8. ey fafeear @ dg § 30,000 / — BUY

9. 39 < gRI fFEiRa @t 18 afagfd 522,943 /— W
LRy

10. fagT srferexor grRr faerarg 8 arfagfd ~ifer 227,521 /— *W

11. oI ggETd &fagfel ¥ # JieR 2,95422 /— @

13. TEJAR IYE Ui 3fif¥rp ®U A WdR &I Sk fdg™
JITHIOT gRT URd  Udre, e gRT i /deHe @l
227521 /— @9 feeay W9 &1 fAoig oiRd fhar a1 8, & e
TR 522943 /— @R &1 e UiRg fHar Sar g1 Sag i1 W
FIAMIR 3TIHR DBl bl SIgdl | fqarell gR1 gd § I ! T4
RIRT BT g=ite IR # 1 AR fhaT SR 2y 037 fdvetredi g
HR BT SMYBRI TR A & |

14. 39 ol grr 9o ¥ afoglt ¥ w oy SRR @ @
ffer &1 ardiemefi, 8 wfcrerd aTfie << UM HRA HT ARTBRT 2 |
15. Ui &1 Ufd & A1 UHRU BT Al Heferd HAf&HRor ol
GICRIESICE

16. TEJAR Ig Ul FRARE & SRl & |

17. 91 SRFgd WUl Bl W SWIGdJaR e fdhar S
g

(ASHUTOSH KUMAR),J

105-5/KESHAV VERMA



