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U I—GIGR (3T "SGR’ 8l SI) &l IR | I8
YT IRT 30 HHDBR effayfd ASTH, 1923 (M “srfAfH—1923"
del SIN) & dsd fdgM e dHERl  @fdyfd sy,
WRAQR  ERT YRU E.C.A.(N.F.)/D-78/2012 H UiRd fHvig faie
23.09.2020 ¥ A BIHR UL &I & foTGd ARIH H SMAAR BT Fold
QRS fhar T |

fagm srferaadr sdietedi &1 faea g fb g™ faRer <rmer
ERI 3IYd dheilich RSPV JUATd U W & [JuId SN
rderef= foig ariRd fbar €, qrderR den fquell dea—1 @ 9
HHAR TAT ST BT Haeg BFT W 7, 3 H e v
P AR R AW [dgF TR <grrerd &1 ufduitd &= 3feran

gfae) R S T gRT fAa 5H &1 fde= fhar |
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e fudid g s yeaeii—dmr s &1 o &
SR 98IgR R gRT 319 MUl WHRiE &I HHaRl 891 adTd
gY fORer =mrerm H @ el uga @ T ol | SEeR,
TIMRAE & HHART A8l o1, 3 Ul Refd § M1 &l &1 Bl
<@ F8 99 ar 2 I W e e & e es—1923" @1
YRI-30 & UG & AR fafy &1 ARaM e srdferd 8 W
g I8 Il UIyei €, dfd 9 "\el § ol Y Jufed 9 U ael
P Geg H g du A &1 B WRAM UvH arddford Tel 8, 3id:
“ARMIA—1923" P GRT-30 b UEEM TAT HAFEAG  Haied

<ITeTd gIXT North East Karnataka Road Transport Corporation Vs.

Smt. Sujatha (2019) 11 SCC 514 H UAUIGT T & AR I8
3Tl qiyoiy =18 2|
AECT Aded <I-TI gRT IR =a1ie A9/ North East

Karnataka Road Transport Corporation Vs. Smt. Sujatha (Supra) P
a7 A9, 10, 11 AT 12 AR 8-

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




[2026:RJ-JP:8781] (3 0f 4) [CMA-1794/2021]

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.

SWRIFd Forg H gfauried fafere eeen qon i as—1923 &1
gRT 30 & UMUM@ IAJAR WK § & QA &1 GrRaE g
3fTdferd 8 WR B 3fdiel gdlg =g U8V B S Abdl B | IIaH
AWl § TOCR gRT I8 INGa fhar & & a8 faueh dwear—1 &t
HHART 7 3R fauehl WAT—1 & TdeX IR.S.05/3RU. 3589
W "eAl & HHY AId AT| IR & SR I8 Ydhe B3 ©
5 SWRIgq argd fquell samlie & Wi &1 7 gax WmikiE @
ATAT—fUaT IMAT qAT THANIE @ WIAE BT & IR IAT T § AT
ST gRT Uiferdl SR &1 AT 8| GRARIE AT M DI UeThR
& w9 H AT T8 fhar ™1 g 91 SR SWIE Qi BT
HHARI W@ B, VA W eifimed qE 21 o fagm famwor
ST §RT U] AT IR fIaR 7 & SR AT spy <d
gU FolH Tl RS @1 8 | fagr faaRer =amdrerd gRT g=idell )
IUAE AEYY] HIed Pl ARSI Y AT spy far 81 srerar
fear a1 rpy A1 & M H B IR §H BRUT F HAAMT G
arfer &1, w Rerfay sifier o =18 2|

IR uRRefoal & AfY &7 »Is 9RaE U9 39 "M |
Jdferd T8l 8, 59 UBR UTd 01T North East Karnataka Road
Transport Corporation (q@igd) # Ufduifed  oyaRem  derm
AAFTIH—1923 BT TRI—-30 & JTAR I8 Ul GYUY 81 8 4
GRS & Y B |
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TETIR ST vy fasT 23.09.2020 &1 gfe ®Rd U I8
arfrer wiiRet &t ot € |

foamRor =marera &1 e Aafe 9T & v@r § df 39 e
3 9fT & A IR <mrrer & Ua fhar o |

(UMA SHANKER VYAS),]

Mittal /83



