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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER



Heard M. Ranjit Kumar, |earned Solicitor General of India and
M. CGopal Subramanium | earned Senior Counsel appearing as Am cus

Curi ae.

The | ear ned counsel submitted t hat in respect of t he
| egi slative changes suggest ed in t he j udgnent r ender ed in Ja
Prakash v. National |nsurance Conpany Linmted and Ot hers, reported
in (2010) 2 SCC 607, t here is a Bill al r eady i ntroduced for
anendnent to t he Mot or Vehi cl es Act and t hat it is currently
pendi ng before the Parlianent for consideration. Barring that, one
ot her aspect which required to be dealt with inmediately by way of
suggestion to the I nsurance Councils is in paragraph 23, which
reads as under: -

"23. In cases of death, where the liability of
the insurer is not disputed, the insurance
conpani es shoul d, without waiting for the

deci sion of the Mdtor Accidents Cains Tribuna
or a settlenment before the Lok Adal at,
endeavour to pay to the famly (lega
representatives) of the deceased, conpensation
as per the standard fornula deterni ned by the
deci sions of this Court."

Insofar as the said suggestion is concerned, |earned Solicitor
General drew our attention to the response filed before us on
behal f of the General |nsurance Council, in particular paragraph 4,
which states that presently the procedure suggested in Paragraph 23
is being followed by the Insurance Conpanies in Delhi by way of a
Schene called "d ai s Tri bunal Agr eed Procedure" whi ch was

fornmul ated by the Del hi H gh Court in the judgment dated 16.12. 2009
passed in FAO No. 843 of 2003 in Rajesh Tyagi & Ors. v. Jaibir Singh
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& Os. It is also nentioned therein that Tribunal as well as the
Legal Service Authority are taking effective steps to inplenment the
sai d procedure, which is being carried out in the National Capita

Territory of Delhi. In paragraph 5, it is further submtted that
since this procedur e has been successf ul in Del hi it can be
ext ended on pan | ndia basis. The agreed procedure has al so been

filed as Annexure R5 with the response filed on behal f of the
General | nsurance Council.

We have al so perused the procedure, which has been pl aced
before us as Annexure R5 with the response which, in our view,
appears to be a conprehensive one and that we can issue further
directions to the Registrar General of the Delhi Hi gh Court to
ensure that procedure is strictly followed insofar as Delhi is
concerned and also circulate the said procedure to all the other
H gh Courts and the Registrar General of all the other High Courts
are directed to ensure t hat t he sai d procedur e is i mpl enent ed
through the Motor Accidents Cains Tribunals in coordination with
the Legal Service Authorities as well as the Director General of
Police of the States concerned.

The Registry of the Supreme Court is directed to forward a
copy of this order along with Annexure R5 (pages 32 to 46 in the
response filed on behalf of the General |nsurance Council) to al
the Hi gh Courts including the Del hi Hi gh Court to ensure conpliance
of the present order

On the renmi ning aspects, we will make further consideration
after reopening on 12.07.2016.

( NARENDRA PRASAD) ( SHARDA KAPOOR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



