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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT

CHANDIGARH

FAO-400-2014 (O&M)
Date of Decision : 10.07.2025

Sheetu Jain ... Appellant(s)

Versus

Gunesh Jain & Ors ... Respondent(s)

CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN

Present: Mr. Vrishank Suri, Advocate for
Mr. Akshay Jindal, Advocate for the appellant(s).

Mr. Abhishek Thakur, Advocate for
Mr. Arnav Sood, Advocate for respondent No.1.

Mr. R.C. Gupta, Advocate for respondent No.2.

Mr. Munish Gupta, Advocate with
Mr. Anil Saini, Advocate for respondent Nos.3(i) to 3(iii).

ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)

1. For orders see judgment of even date passed in FAO No.399 of

2014 titled as “Sachin Jain Vs. Gunesh Jain & Ors”.

10.07.2025
Yogesh Sharma

( ALKA SARIN )
JUDGE

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


	204 CR-846-2024 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Sharan Sethi, Addl. AG Haryana for the petitioners.
	CM-11710-CII-2025
	of respondent No.3 – Hawa Singh – who is stated to have died.
	subject  to  all  just  exceptions.    Legal  representatives  of  respondent  No.3 –
	Hawa  Singh – mentioned  in  para  No.3  of  the  application  are  impleaded  as
	parties. Amended memo of parties is taken on record.
	CR-846-2024
	respondent No.3 for 07.11.2025.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	207 CR-4555-2024 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Lakshay Bector, Advocate for the petitioner.
	served,  however,  none  has  put  in  appearance  on  their  behalf.  Respondent
	Nos.5  and  6  remain  unserved  as  they  were  not  found  residing  at  the  given
	address.
	issued to respondent Nos.5 and 6.
	12.11.2025. Liberty  is  granted  to  the  petitioner  to  serve  respondent  Nos.5
	and 6 through the counsel representing them before the Court concerned.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	208 COCP-924-2022 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Kanwar Abhay Singh, Advocate for the petitioner.
	some more time to file a reply.
	however,  in  the  interest  of  justice,  adjourned  to 28.07.2025,  subject  to
	payment of ₹10,000/- as costs to be deposited with the Haryana State Legal
	Services Authority.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	209 COCP-1564-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. R.S. Bains, Senior Advocate (through hybrid mode) with
	already been filed.
	would  be filed  in  the  Registry  today  itself,  failing  which,  respondent  Nos.4
	and  6  shall  deposit  an  amount  of ₹25,000/- as  costs  with  the  Punjab  State
	Legal Services Authority.
	that  a complaint  filed  by  the petitioner is already  pending  with  the Director
	General of Police, Punjab.
	Deepinder  Pal  Singh  has  apprised  the  Court  that  though  the  enquiry  is
	pending  however  the  concerned  person  does  not  have  any  update  on  the
	enquiry and he seeks some time to file a status report in this regard.  On his
	request, adjourned to 16.07.2025.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	210
	Jasbir Singh ... Petitioner(s)
	Ashok Kehmka, IAS & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present : Mr. Abhishek K. Premi, Advocate for the petitioner.
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  states  that  he  does  not  wish
	to  press  the  present  petition  at  this  stage  in  order  to  avail  his  remedies  as
	available in law.
	2. Dismissed  as  not  pressed.  Pending  applications,  if  any,  also
	stand disposed off.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	211 COCP-2230-2025 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Ankur Sheoran, Advocate for
	some more time to file the compliance report.
	however,  in  the  interest  of  justice,  adjourned  to 30.07.2025,  subject  to
	payment of ₹20,000/- as costs to be deposited with the Haryana State Legal
	Services Authority.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	212 COCP-2291-2025 (O&M)
	Present: None for the petitioners.
	behalf  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  on  the  ground  that  he  has
	gone for Amarnath Yatra.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	261 FAO-4854-2008 (O&M)
	Present: Ms. Devyani Sharma, Advocate (Amicus Curiae)
	(PH/2521/2019) is appointed as Amicus Curiae to assist this Court on behalf
	of the claimant-appellants. The fee of the counsel is assessed as ₹15,000/- to
	be paid by the Punjab and Haryana High Court Legal Services Committee.
	the matter. To be taken up in the post lunch session.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	261
	Bimla Devi & Anr ... Appellant(s)
	Chaman Lal & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present : Ms. Devyani Sharma, Advocate (Amicus Curiae) and
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. The  present  appeal  has  been  preferred  by  the  claimant-
	appellants aggrieved by the quantum of compensation awarded by the Motor
	Accident  Claims  Tribunal,  Ambala (hereinafter  referred  to  as  ‘Tribunal’),
	vide  the  impugned  award  dated  21.04.2008  in  a  motor  vehicle  accident
	which occurred on 03.05.2007.
	2. Since the factum of  the accident  is  not  in  dispute,  the facts are
	not being adverted to for the sake of brevity.
	3. The  Tribunal  in  the  present  case  had  awarded  the  following
	compensation :
	Sr. No. Heads Compensation Awarded
	FAO-4854-2008 (O&M) -2-
	4. Learned amicus  curiae for  the  claimant-appellants would
	contend  that  she  does  not  challenge  the  income of  the  deceased  as  well  as
	deduction as applied by the Tribunal.  However, she states that the Tribunal
	has  not  made  any  addition  towards  future  prospects  which  ought  to  have
	been 10% as the deceased was 60 years of age as per the postmortem report
	(Ex.P3) and that a multiplier of ‘5’ has wrongly been applied which ought to
	have been ‘9’.  It is further the contention that the amount awarded under the
	conventional heads as well as under the head ‘loss of consortium’ is also not
	in  accordance  with  the  law  laid  down  by  the  Hon’ble  Supreme  Court. In
	support of her contentions, she has relied upon the judgments of the Hon’ble
	Supreme  Court  in  the  cases  of National  Insurance  Company  Ltd.  vs.
	Pranay Sethi & Ors. [(2017) 16 SCC 680], Sarla Verma & Ors. vs. Delhi
	Transport  Corporation  &  Anr.  [(2009)  6  SCC  121], Magma  General
	Insurance Company  Limited vs.  Nanu Ram  alias  Chuhru Ram  &  Ors.
	[(2018)  18  SCC  130] and N.  Jayasree  &  Ors.  vs.  Cholamandalam  M.S
	General Insurance Company Ltd. [2021(4) RCR (Civil) 642].
	5. Per  contra,  the  learned  counsel  for  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  scope  of
	any enhancement. It is further the contention that future prospects cannot be
	added  as  the  deceased  was  over  60  years  of  age  and  also  the  multiplier
	should be 7.
	FAO-4854-2008 (O&M) -3-
	6. I have heard the learned counsel for the parties.
	7. In  the  present  case  no  appeal  has  been  filed  by  the  Insurance
	Company  and  since there is  no challenge  to  the  income  of  the  deceased  as
	well  as  deduction  as  applied  by  the  Tribunal,  hence,  the  same  are
	maintained. The  Tribunal  has  wrongly  applied  a  multiplier  of  ‘5’  and  has
	also not made any addition towards future prospects.  In the present case, as
	per  the  postmortem  report  (Ex.P3),  the  deceased  was  60  years  of  age.
	Though  learned  counsel  for the respondent  has  contended  that  the deceased
	was over 60 years of age, however, the learned counsel has not been able to
	point  out  to  any  document  which  would  reveal  the  age  of  the  deceased.  In
	the absence of any evidence this Court has to rely on the postmortem report
	(Ex P-3). Hence, as per the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in
	the case of Sarla  Verma (supra),  multiplier ‘9’  would  be applicable and  as
	per the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Pranay
	Sethi (supra),  10%  addition  is  made  towards  future  prospects. Further,  the
	amount  awarded  under  the  conventional  heads  and  under  the  head  ‘loss  of
	consortium’ is not as per the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in
	the  cases  of Pranay  Sethi (supra), Magma  General  Insurance  Company
	Limited (supra) and N. Jayasree (supra) and hence, the claimants would be
	entitled  to ₹18,000/- (₹15,000+20%  increase)  towards  loss  of  estate  and
	₹18,000/- (₹15,000+20%  increase)  towards  funeral  expenses  and  the
	claimants  (mother  and  son  of  the  deceased)  would  also  be  entitled  to
	₹48,000/- each  (₹40,000+20%  increase)  towards  loss  of  consortium.
	Accordingly, the reworked compensation is as under :
	FAO-4854-2008 (O&M) -4-
	8. 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.
	9. In  view  of  the  decision  by  the  Hon’ble  Supreme  Court  in
	Parminder Singh vs.  Honey  Goyal  &  Ors.  [2025  INSC  361  :  2025  SCC
	OnLine  SC  567],  after  calculation  of  the  enhanced  amount,  the  same  be
	transferred  by  the  Insurance  Company  in  the  bank  account(s)  of  the
	claimants  within  six  weeks  from today  and  the apportionment  thereof  shall
	be as per the percentage directed by the Tribunal. The particulars of the bank
	account(s)  alongwith  the  requisite  documents  in  support  thereof  shall  be
	furnished by the claimants 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.
	FAO-4854-2008 (O&M) -5-
	10. In  view  of  the  above  discussion,  the  present  appeal  is  allowed
	and  the award  passed  by the Tribunal stands  modified  accordingly.  Pending
	applications, if any, also stand disposed off.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	263 FAO-6280-2010 (O&M)
	Present: None for the appellants.
	behalf  of  the  learned  counsel  for  the  appellants  on  the  ground  that  he  is  in
	personal difficulty.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	264 FAO-3000-2011 (O&M)
	Present: Ms. Anamika Sheoran, Advocate for the appellants.
	Advocate (PH-5689/2023) is appointed as Amicus Curiae to assist this Court
	on  behalf  of  the  claimant-appellants. The  fee  of  the  counsel  is  assessed  as
	₹15,000/- to be paid by  the Punjab and Haryana High  Court  Legal  Services
	Committee. A complete copy of the paper-book be supplied to Ms. Anamika
	Sheoran, Advocate and her name be entered in the system so that it appears
	in the cause list.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	265 FAO-930-2011 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Gaurav, Advocate for
	arguing  counsel  for  the  appellants  on  the  ground  that  he  is  in  personal
	difficulty.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	265-2 FAO-971-2011 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. Gaurav, Advocate for
	therein.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	267 FAO-4455-2012 (O&M)
	Present: None.
	interest of justice, adjourned to 21.07.2025.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	270 FAO-645-2013 (O&M)
	Present: Mr. K.J.S. Bhullar, Advocate for the appellants.
	claim  petition  and,  hence,  there  is  no  element  of  settlement  for  reference
	thereof to the “Special Mediation Drive – Mediation for the Nation”.
	the interest of justice, adjourned to 06.11.2025.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
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	Sheetu Jain ... Appellant(s)
	Gunesh Jain & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present: Mr. Vrishank Suri, Advocate for
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. For orders see judgment of even date passed in FAO No.399 of
	2014 titled as “Sachin Jain Vs. Gunesh Jain & Ors”.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	271-3
	Venika Jain ... Appellant(s)
	Gunesh Jain & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present: Mr. Vrishank Suri, Advocate for
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. For orders see judgment of even date passed in FAO No.399 of
	2014 titled as “Sachin Jain Vs. Gunesh Jain & Ors”.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	271-4
	Varun Jain & Ors ... Appellant(s)
	Gunesh Jain & Ors ... Respondent(s)
	CORAM : HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ALKA SARIN
	Present: Mr. Vrishank Suri, Advocate for
	ALKA SARIN, J. (Oral)
	1. For orders see judgment of even date passed in FAO No.399 of
	2014 titled as “Sachin Jain Vs. Gunesh Jain & Ors”.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
	273 FAO-8345-2014 (O&M)
	Present: None.
	(owner  and  driver  of  the  offending  vehicle).  There  is  no  element  of
	settlement for reference thereof to the “Special Mediation Drive – Mediation
	for the Nation”.
	interest of justice, adjourned to 07.11.2025.
	10.07.2025
	Yogesh Sharma
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	Chandigarh
	Yogesh Sharma
	I attest to the accuracy and authenticity of this judgment/order.




