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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

COCP-2294-2025 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 04.07.2025

Purushotam ... Petitioner(s)

Versus

Shiv Kumar & Ors ... Respondent(s)

CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN

Present : Mr. Yash Gilhotra, Advocate for the petitioner.

Ms. Gauri Neo Rampal, Senior Standing Counsel,
for respondent Nos.1 to 4 (through hybrid mode).

ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)

1. Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the grievance has

since been addressed and, hence, he seeks permission to withdraw the

present petition. Permitted to do so.

2. Dismissed as withdrawn. Pending applications, if any, also

stand disposed off.

04.07.2025
Yogesh Sharma

( ALKA SARIN )
JUDGE

NOTE: Whether speaking/non-speaking: Speaking
Whether reportable: YES/NO


	104
	Purushotam ... Petitioner(s)
	Shiv Kumar & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present : Mr. Yash Gilhotra, Advocate for the petitioner.
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  states  that  the grievance has
	since  been  addressed  and,  hence,  he  seeks  permission  to  withdraw  the
	present petition. Permitted to do so.
	2. Dismissed  as  withdrawn.  Pending  applications,  if  any,  also
	stand disposed off.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	105 COCP-3069-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Ishan Singh Cooner, Advocate for the petitioner.
	proceedings under the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971 be not initiated against
	him for violation of the order dated 18.10.2024 passed in CWP-4900-2020.
	of the respondent and seeks a week’s time to get his instructions.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	106 CM-12172-CII-2025 IN FAO-3606-2011 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Jatinder Singh, Advocate for applicant-respondent No.1.
	of respondent No.1 – Parmeshwari Bai – who is stated to have died.
	subject  to  all  just  exceptions.  Legal  representatives  of  respondent  No.1 –
	Parmeshwari Bai – mentioned in para No.2 of the application are impleaded
	as  parties.  Vakalatnama  signed  by  the  legal  representatives  of  respondent
	No.1 – Parmeshwari Bai – is already appended with the present application.
	Amended memo of parties is taken on record.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	106-2 CM-12171-CII-2025 IN FAO-3604-2011
	Present: Mr. Jatinder Singh, Advocate
	of respondent Nos.6 and 7 who are stated to have died.
	subject  to  all  just  exceptions.  Legal  representatives  of  respondent  No.6
	mentioned  in  para  No.2  and  those  of  respondent  No.7  mentioned  in  para
	No.3 of the application are impleaded as parties. Vakalatnama signed by the
	legal representatives of respondent Nos.6 and 7 is already appended with the
	present application.  Amended memo of parties is taken on record.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	108 CM-6677-C-2025 & CM-6678-C-2025
	Present: Mr. Nishith Bansal, Advocate for the applicant-appellants.
	CM-6677-C-2025
	of the Death Certificate (Annexure A-1).
	CM-6678-C-2025
	of appellant No.2 – Sheela Devi @ Sheela Rani – who is stated to have died.
	subject  to  all  just  exceptions.    Legal  representatives  of  appellant  No.2 –
	Sheela Devi @ Sheela Rani – mentioned in para No.3 of the application are
	impleaded  as  parties.  Vakalatnama  signed  by  the  legal  representatives  of
	appellant No.2 – Sheela Devi @ Sheela Rani – is already appended with the
	present application. Amended memo of parties is taken on record.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	110 CM-7478-C-2025 & CM-7479-C-2025
	Present: Mr. Rakesh Bhatia, Advocate for the applicant-appellant.
	CM-7478-C-2025
	06.11.2025 to an early date.
	dismissed.
	CM-7479-C-2025
	therein.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	111 CM-7311-C-2025 IN RSA-3296-2023
	Present: Mr. Jatin Kaushal, Advocate for
	main case from 01.12.2025 to an early date.
	the arguing  counsel  for  the applicant-petitioners  on  the ground  that  he is  in
	personal  difficulty.    Even  otherwise,  there  is  no  ground  for  preponement.
	The application is dismissed.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	112 CM-7370-C-2025 IN RSA-1384-2025
	Present: Mr. Tushar, Advocate for
	main case from 08.07.2025 to an early date.
	out for preponement. The application is dismissed.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	113 CR-2666-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Raj Kapoor Malik, Advocate for the petitioner.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	115 CR-3860-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Vaibhav Parashar, Advocate for the petitioners.
	to 07.07.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	116 CR-3866-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Gagandeep Singh Simble, Advocate for
	arguing  counsel  for  the  petitioners  on  the  ground  that  he  is  in  personal
	difficulty.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	117 CR-3875-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Sushil Sheoran, Advocate for the petitioners.
	for  specific  performance  was  filed  against  the  petitioners  and  two  of  the
	petitioners are minors. Though the service was effected however the learned
	counsel for the petitioners, relying on Order 32 Rule 3 of the Code of Civil
	Procedure,  1908, has  contended  that  in  case minors  were  not  represented,  a
	guardian ought to have been appointed by the Court.
	stayed.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	119 RSA-130-1992 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Vikas Bali, Advocate for the appellant.
	documentary evidence i.e. Exhibits P-1 to P-5 and Exhibits D-2 to D-5 have
	not been supplied to them.
	i.e. Exhibits P-1 to P-5 and Exhibits D-2 to D-5 to the counsel.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	202 CR-736-2024 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Puneet Kumar Bansal, Advocate for the petitioners.
	respondent  is  the  same  and  he  prays  that dasti notice  be  issued  to  the
	respondent. Ordered accordingly.
	01.10.2025. Liberty  is  granted  to  the  petitioners  to  serve  the  respondent
	through the counsel representing him before the Court concerned.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	203 CR-6657-2024 (O&M)
	Present: None.
	behalf of  the learned  counsel  for  the respondent  on  the ground  that  he is  in
	personal difficulty.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	207 COCP-2411-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Ashdeep Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.
	despite sending  an E-mail  to  the respondent, no  response has been  received
	till date.
	the next date of hearing.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	209
	New Himalaya Transport Company Pvt. Ltd. ... Petitioner(s)
	Balbir Raj Singh & Anr ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present : Mr. Rajinder Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. This  is  a  petition  under  Section  12  of  the  Contempt  of  Courts
	Act,  1971  for  initiation  of  proceedings  against  the  respondents for
	non-compliance  of  order  dated  07.02.2025  passed  by  this  Court  in
	CWP-3506-2025.
	2. Learned counsel for the petitioner states that the present petition
	has since been  rendered  infructuous  inasmuch  as  a speaking  order has  been
	passed.
	3. In  view  of  the  above,  the  present  petition  is  disposed  off  as
	having  been  rendered  infructuous.  Rule  stands  discharged.  Pending
	applications, if any, also stand disposed off.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	211 COCP-2643-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Vivek Singla, Advocate for the petitioner.
	Mahajan,  Advocate  has  put  in  appearance  on  behalf  of  the  respondent  and
	filed his vakalatnama, which is taken on record. She seeks some time to file
	a reply. On her request, adjourned to 22.08.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	215 RSA-2399-1997 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. C.L. Sharma, Advocate for the appellant.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	219 FAO-3874-2009 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. C.L. Verma, Advocate for the appellant.
	requisite application for substituted service of respondent Nos.1 and 2 as no
	fresh address is available. On his request, adjourned to 10.09.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	220 FAO-945-2010 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Virat Rana, Advocate for
	arguing  counsel  for  the  appellants  on  the  ground  that  he  is  in  personal
	difficulty.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	221 FAO-8046-2015 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Rajneesh Malhotra, Advocate for the appellant.
	to 10.11.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	222 FAO-4083-2015 (O&M)
	Present: None for the appellant.
	the  matter  being  called  twice. In  the  interest  of  justice,  adjourned  to
	11.11.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	223 RSA-4998-2015 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Aakash Singla, Advocate for the appellant.
	arguing  counsel  for  respondent  No.1  on  the  ground  that  he  is  not  feeling
	well.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	225
	Gram Panchayat Lakhan Majra ... Petitioner(s)
	Amrit (deceased) through LRs & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present : None.
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. The  present  revision  petition  pertains  to  the  year  2017.    None
	had  put  in  appearance  on  behalf  of  the  petitioner  on  03.08.2023  and
	11.12.2023. Today  also  none  has  put  in  appearance  on  behalf  of  the
	petitioner despite the matter being called twice since morning. It appears that
	the  petitioner  is  not  interested  in  pursuing  the  present  petition.  In  view
	thereof,  this  Court  is  left  with  no  other  option  but  to  dismiss  the  present
	petition for non-prosecution.
	2. Dismissed  for  non-prosecution.  Pending  applications,  if  any,
	also stand disposed off.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	226
	Suresh Kumar ... Appellant(s)
	Manoj Kumar & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present : Mr. Sandeep Goyal, Advocate for the appellant.
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. The present appeal has been preferred by the claimant-appellant
	aggrieved by the  quantum of  compensation  awarded by  the  Motor Accident
	Claims  Tribunal,  Karnal (hereinafter  referred  to  as  ‘Tribunal’) vide  the
	impugned  award  dated  26.05.2016  in  a  motor  vehicle  accident  which
	occurred on 19.01.2015.
	2. Since the factum of  the accident  is  not  in  dispute,  the facts are
	not being adverted to for the sake of brevity.
	3. In  the  present  case  the  Tribunal  had  awarded  the  following
	compensation :
	Sr. No. Heads Compensation Awarded
	FAO-4144-2017 (O&M) -2-
	4. Learned  counsel  for  the  claimant-appellant  states  that  the
	claimant-appellant was 42 years of age at the time of the accident and due to
	the accident,  which  occurred  on  19.01.2015,  he  suffered  multiple and
	grievous  injuries.  He  further  states  that  after  the  accident  he  was  taken  to
	Sanjiv  Bansal  Cygnus  Hospital,  Karnal,  where  he  remained  admitted  from
	19.01.2015  to  20.01.2015  and  thereafter,  from  Sanjiv  Bansal  Cygnus
	Hospital,  Karnal  he  was  taken  to  PGl,  Chandigarh  where  he  was  operated
	upon  on account  of loss of vision in both eyes and  remained  admitted  for 6
	days  and  thereafter  he  continued  visiting  PGI  Chandigarh.  The  claimant-
	appellant  also  took  treatment  from  Shah  Satnam  Ji  Hospital,  Sirsa,  Jindal
	Hospital Hissar and AIIMS Hospital, New Delhi, Arora Eye and Lesic Lazer
	Centre,  Karnal.  Learned  counsel  for  the  claimant-appellant  has  further
	contended that as per the disability certificate which was proved on record as
	Ex.PW6/A,  the  claimant-appellant  has  suffered  100%  permanent  disability
	on  account  of loss  of vision.  Learned  counsel  for  the  claimant-appellant
	further  states  that  he  does  not  challenge  the  permanent  disability,  income,
	future prospects as well as multiplier as assessed by the Tribunal. He further
	states  that  though  the  Tribunal  has  rightly  applied  a  multiplier  method  for
	awarding compensation under the head attendant charges, however, monthly
	FAO-4144-2017 (O&M) -3-
	charges for an attendant has been assessed as ₹2,000/- which is on the lower
	side. It is further the contention of the learned counsel that the compensation
	awarded  under  the  non-pecuniary  heads  i.e.  pain  and  suffering,  loss of
	amenities as well as special diet/transportation is also on the lower side.
	5. Per  contra,  the  learned  counsel  for  the  respondent  No.3-
	Insurance  Company  has  vehemently  argued  that  sufficient  amount  has
	already  been  awarded  as  compensation  in  the present  case and  that  there is
	no further scope of any enhancement.
	6. Heard.
	7. In  the  present  case,  admittedly, the  claimant-appellant  has
	suffered  100% permanent disability on  account  of loss  of vision  in  both  his
	eyes.  There is no appeal on behalf of the Insurance Company.  Accordingly,
	since  there  is  no  challenge  to  the  income  of  the  claimant-appellant  @
	₹8,100/- per month as assessed by the Tribunal as well as future prospects @
	30%  and  multiplier  of  ‘14’  as  applied  by  the  Tribunal,  the  same  are
	maintained.
	8. Now  coming  to  the  compensation  awarded  under  the  non-
	pecuniary heads including attendant charges, though the Tribunal has rightly
	applied a multiplier  method  while  awarding  compensation  of ₹3,36,000/-
	[₹2,000 x 12 x 14] towards attendant charges, however, in the opinion of this
	Court the monthly attendant charges @ ₹2,000/- as assessed by the Tribunal
	are  on  the  lower  side.  Keeping  in  view  the  law  laid  down  by  the  Hon’ble
	Supreme Court  in  the  case  of Kajal  Vs.  Jagdish Chand &  Ors  [2020  (2)
	RCR  (Civil)  27] which  was  followed  in Abhimanyu  Partap  Singh  Vs.
	Namita Sekhon & Anr. [2022 (3) RCR (Civil) 557], this Court deems it
	FAO-4144-2017 (O&M) -4-
	appropriate  to  enhance  the  charges  for  an  attendant  according  to  the
	minimum wages for an unskilled worker prevalent at the time of the accident
	in the State of Haryana which were ₹5,812/- per month. Thus, the claimant-
	appellant  would  be  entitled  to  an  amount  of ₹9,76,416/- [₹5,812  x  12  x  14
	(multiplier)] towards attendant charges.
	9. So far as compensation under the other non-pecuniary heads i.e.
	pain  and  suffering,  loss  of  amenities  and  special  diet/transportation  as
	awarded by the Tribunal is concerned, the same in the opinion of this Court
	is  also  on  the  lower  side.    As  stated  above,  for  his  treatment  the  claimant-
	appellant  remained  under  hospitalization  in  various  hospitals  and  was
	operated  upon  on account of complete  loss of vision  and thus he must  have
	suffered  lot  of  pain  and  agony  while  being  under  treatment.  Accordingly,
	keeping  in  view  the age and  disability  of  the claimant-appellant,  this  Court
	deems  it  appropriate  to  enhance  the  amount  awarded  towards  pain  and
	suffering  to ₹5,00,000/-; ₹75,000/- towards  special  diet/transportation;  and
	₹2,00,000/- towards  loss  of  amenities  of  life.  The  amount  of ₹31,343/-
	awarded  by  the  Tribunal  towards  medical  expenses  is  maintained.  No
	amount has been awarded towards future medical expenses and thus keeping
	in view the nature of injuries/disability received, the claimant-appellant may
	require  future  medical  treatment  as  well  and  accordingly  he  is  also  held
	entitled to future medical expenses to the tune of ₹5,00,000/-. The reworked
	compensation is as under :
	Sr. No. Heads Compensation Awarded
	FAO-4144-2017 (O&M) -5-
	10. The  amount  in  excess  of  and  over  and  above  the  amount
	awarded  by  the Tribunal  shall  also  attract  interest  @  7.5%  per annum from
	the date of filing of the claim petition till the realization of the entire amount.
	11. In  view  of  the  decision  by  the  Hon’ble  Supreme  Court  in
	Parminder Singh vs.  Honey  Goyal  &  Ors.  [2025  SCC  OnLine SC  567],
	after  calculation  of  the  enhanced  amount,  the  same  be  transferred  by  the
	Insurance Company in the bank account of the claimant-appellant within six
	weeks  from  today.  The  particulars  of  the  bank  account  alongwith  the
	requisite  documents  in  support  thereof  shall  be  furnished  by  the  claimant-
	appellant  to  the  Insurance  company  within  a  period  of  two  weeks  from the
	date of this order and needful shall be done by the Insurance Company after
	verification  thereof  within  four  weeks  thereafter  alongwith  up-to-date
	interest.  The  compliance  shall  be  reported  by  the  Bank  to  the
	Tribunal concerned.
	12. In  view  of  the  above  discussion,  the  present  appeal  is  allowed
	and  the  award  passed  by  the  Tribunal  is  modified  accordingly.  Pending
	applications, if any, also stand disposed off.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	227 CR-3987-2018 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Raj Kumar Rana, Advocate for the petitioner.
	of  the  petitioner  and  filed  his vakalatnama,  which  is  taken  on  record.    He
	seeks  some  time  to  address  arguments.  On  his  request,  adjourned  to
	29.10.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	229 FAO-2109-2018 (O&M)
	Present: None.
	the  matter  being  called  twice. In  the  interest  of  justice,  adjourned  to
	10.11.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	230 FAO-15783-2018 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Inderjeet Sharma, Advocate for the appellants.
	and  2  despite  the  matter  being  called  twice.  In  the  interest  of  justice,
	adjourned to 31.10.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	230-2 FAO-1272-2020 (O&M)
	Present: None for the appellants.
	fixed therein.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	231 RSA-5967-2018 (O&M)
	Present: Ms. Farheen, Advocate for
	learned  counsel  for  the  appellant.  On  the  second  call  a  request  for  an
	adjournment  has  been  made  on  behalf  of  the  arguing  counsel  for  the
	appellant on the ground that he is in personal difficulty.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	233 FAO-3998-2019 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Jaideep Verma, Advocate for the appellants.
	who  is  present  in  Court  and  is  on  the  panel  of  the  Oriental  Insurance
	Company  Ltd.,  accepts  notice  on  behalf  of  respondent  No.2  only  for
	completion of service and  seeks  some time to get  his instructions. Needless
	to  say that  the Insurance Company shall  always be at liberty to  appoint  any
	counsel, if it so desires.
	the paper-book to Mr. Aseem Aggarwal, Advocate.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	238 FAO-2332-2021 (O&M)
	Present: None.
	behalf  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the  appellant  on  the  ground  that  he  is  in
	personal difficulty.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	240 IOIN-FAO-337-2022 IN FAO-337-2022
	Present: Mr. Lajpat Rai Sharma, Advocate for the appellant.
	since died and he seeks some time to implead his legal representatives.  On
	his request, adjourned to 20.11.2025.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	241 CR-1232-2023 (O&M)
	Present: Ms. Shalini Singh, Advocate for
	behalf  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  on  the  ground  that  he  is  in
	personal difficulty.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	242 CR-5860-2023 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Vipin Kumar Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner.
	of  respondent  Nos.1  to  3  and  filed  his vakalatnama,  which  is  taken  on
	record.
	unserved as they were not found residing at the given address.
	10.11.2025. Liberty  is  granted  to  the  petitioner  to  serve  respondent  Nos.4
	and 5 through the counsel representing them before the Court concerned.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	243 CR-6715-2023 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Parveen Kumar Garg, Advocate for the petitioner.
	the  only  contesting  respondent  and,  hence,  service  of  the  remaining
	respondents may be dispensed with. Ordered accordingly.
	he is stated to have left the given address.
	within a period of two weeks from today and on doing so, notice be issued to
	him returnable 11.11.2025.
	respondent  No.1  through  the  counsel  representing  him  before  the  Court
	concerned.
	04.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
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	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this judgment/order.




