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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
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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
guestion 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.
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