
OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL DISTRICT JUDGE:: KURNOOL

\'.e Dated 31-07-2026

.55715C,12026, datedLetter of the Hon'ble High court of Andhra Pradesh Roc No

08-07-2026 along with copy of Judgment, dated 11-06-2026 in civil Appeal No' 8456 of

2026 (@ special Leave Petition (civil)No. 33915 of 2025) of Hon'ble supreme court of

lndia, is herewith communicated, for information and necessary action'

All the Judicial Officers working in Kumool District are requested to download the

above Letter ROC No.S57tSOl2O26, dated 08-07-2026 along with copy of Judgment, dated

11-06-2026 in Civit Appeal No. 8456 of 2026 (@ Special Leave Petition (Civil)No. 33915 of

2025) of Hon'ble supreme court of lndia, from District court website

i.e., https ://kurnool. dcou rts.gov. i n for information and necessary action'

All the Judicial officers are requested to submit the compliance report after

downloading the above copy to this Court.

PRI JUDGE,
KURNOOL.

To,

Allthe Judicial Officers in Kurnool District.

The System Officer, District Gourt, Kurnool, with a direction to uptoad the same in the District

Court's Official website.
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High Court'o-f Andhra Pradesh Copy of Judgment

dr.11.CI6.?t)?6 1n Civil Appeal No. 8456 of 2026 (@
Special Leave Petition (Civil) No' 33915 of 2S25) of
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India * Communicated * Reg.

*****

Adverting to the subject and reference cited, as directed, I am to

forward herewirh soft copy of Judgment dt.l I.06.2026 in Civil Appeal No. 8456

of 2026 (@ Special Leave Petition (Civil) No. 33915 of 2025) of Hon'ble

$upreme Court of,Xndia, for information and necsssary action, if any.

Further, I also request you communicate the $ame to all the Judicial

Officers in your Unit and to the Presiding Officers of Labour CourtslTribunals in

the District working under the control of the High Court, for information and

compliance of the directions issued therein.

Yours sincerely,

rlv,
Encl: As stated.
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IN TI*E $UPREMB COURT Otr'INPIA
CIVI}, APFITLLATE JI}RISI}ICTION

ril j * q{i
CWIL AL NO {}$ 2*26
(@Special Leave Petition(Civil) N*"33915 of 2025)

VMRSUS

SURJEET & OR$. RSSPONDENT(S)

JUr}GMBNT

SSNJ4Y- ffiRS.Irt*

For felicity of reference, this judgrnent is divided into the following parts:

lr:rdrx

sHrsHU PAL Gl SHISH RAM & ORS.

ln the Present fscts .........."..."".

APPtrLLANT(S)

HOME-MAKER:ANAT|()l,l BUIT,DER &AN ECONOMIC ENTITY...'..................17
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'a

QuantifyingTheConiribution-ofaNationBuilrJer

I.css Of Donrestic Care: An Additional Head............,..d,*..,,,.i. ,.r....!.;........ ......2g

Applicaticn to the present {aets.""...*.".. ._.."...31

DIRECTIONS...,......

Leave granted.

THm APH.EAT,

2, This appeal primarily presents two vexing issues. The claimant's struggle

for compensation is two-and*a,half decades old. In other words, delay is front and

centre in this cass. The other issue prcsented is tlre monetisation ofa hanremaker,s

efforts since the deceascd (urp of the claim*nt)'was a lromsrnaker. We rnay only
ask ourselves wlren in Indian scciety, the 'woman af the house, is called the

'grihaswamint', then why n are we still groping in ttre dark about the questions

such as the one present in this cass.

3" The fact of tlre accident having taken plac* on 3511, Novernber 20Sl while
the deceased was on her way to Fatehabad, from Sir.sa clue to the rash and

negligent driving of respondent no.l, is not in dispute. The Tribunall allowed

Claim Petition No.l26/MACT of 2001, prefered by her legal heirs by order dated

l8{'Decernber 2003 and *warded Rs.2,42,000/- anly. The clairnants appraached

the High Couilz seeking enhancement therccf. A leamed Singte Judge allowing
fh0'1627-2004 vide order dated llth December 2024 enhanced ths said

compensation to R's. 8,43,40S1* along with 7.5% interest finm the date of filing
of the claim petition. It was further clarified that should the said payment be not
nrade within three rnonths, thc rrte of intrrrst wculd stand enhanced to 9% per

annuffi and fuither if the am*unt is not paid within six months, enhancement shall

be with interest @ 12% per annum.

I MotorAccident Clnimp Tribunal, SirsaI FAo No"t6zr ofzoo4
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4. Still dissatisfied, fhe claimants are before us, At the outset we filay observe

that the increasing scales of, rate of interest awarded by the High Court seems to

be a recognition bf the peculiar facts and circumstances in which this case

remained on the file of the High Coufi far twenty years. While issuing notice it is
this number that caught our attention and as suc[, we called for the records ofthe
Courts below.

rHE.*firEpT sr pql,*x

In the Present facts

5. It appears from the perusal of records of the High Court that the file of this

case amongst thorisands of *thers was either partially burnt or completely

destroyed in a fire that occumed irr 20I l. There was also ** earlier incident in the

year 1996 but since that is from a tirne priar to the present case, we need not

considerthat. The issue of reconstruction of files repeatedly engaged the attention

of the learned judges of that Cou$ on the administrative side, Various directions

were issued from time to time. The latest direction dated Zl*t February 2024

records that despite various efforts having been made, approximately ZZA0 cases,

of which no record whatsoever could be traceit out, were ordered to be removed

from the list of pending reconstruction cases and dirested to be placed in a
separate file awaitirig the possibility of any intervention on the part ofthe counsel

for the parties. $uch of those c&se$ in which $ome record or other, could be found,

were directed to be listed before tlre concerned benches. Perhaps the present case

was one in the latter category fbr it carne to be decided shortly after these orders

and the file does not reflect any steps having been taken by the counsel for the

claimants.

6. The appeal'r'was filed before the High C*urt was filed in 2004. The

unforJunate fire incident happened in 201 I. Ttie csse c{}me to be decided at the

fag-end of ?S?4. Naturally, two questions arise, one why was the case arising out

C.A.No../2026 @ SI-r,{C)No.33915 CIf I0}S Page 3 of36



of a bene{icial legistation remained pending in 20il when it was filed in zaa1?
?h'o, still fi"rrther, between 201I and z0z4 is a period of 14 years * does the
reconstruction of a fire or number of files, takes 14 year.s?

7' The unforfunats cit'cumstances aside, the Cou$ must be aware of the fact
tlrat such large amount$ of delay reflect pur"ely o$ an institution which is
othetwise tasked witlr the rcsponsibility to adjudicate the rights of the parties.
Although it is never possible to fulty compensate for the loss af a persorl who has
been atr irrtegral part of a person's family, the iclea of ]risl *ndfuir,compensation
requires that an amount of money be paid to the claimants that would, as far as

possitrle, place them ln a position as if the unfortunate incident of the death of
their loved one had not taken place. For whatever reason, when this takes twenty
years, the suffering is only compounded further.

In Ceneral * the inordinate tletay

I' At this stage we may observe that long delay, *hile uray be somewhat
justified in this case, we have {bund, is a rcgular feature in motor accidents claim
cases. True it is that, delay does not fit into mathernatical calculation which would
tell us that, pendency of a particular case beyond * certairr poilt becomes
questionable but for the purprse of gener*l understanding, it may be so
considered across the board that, such- a case arising out of eitlrer an injury or
death, both being entirely, a difficult set of circumstances, and frcm a beneficially
oriented legislation, should not be pending at the level af the High Court for a
period greater than four years. Here itself we may add tSat sven this nunrbsr can
be justified only fbr those High Cuurts that endure high pendency or a Iarge
number of vacancies.

9' A Bench presided over by one of us (Sanjay Karol J.) siuing in different
combination, has had the opportunity to adjudicate over a hundred appeals in this
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erea. Following is a tabular representation of the appeals referred tc *bove along

with the time taken by the Courts at all the three levels tc decide the matter:

$tnte ol ljttrrr Pnrdesh

Stnte of A*dhra Pradrsh

N,4MN GII
TlIE }IICH

C:OLJITT

Allnhahad

Allahabas{

Alluhab*d

.4llahaba*

Allahnbad

Andhra

Pradeslr

s.
No"

I

Onte of
Decision

l r.02.35

Nam* of ths
p*rties

Sanjay Rajpoot Vs

Ram Singlr &Ors

Csse n*.

C,A"No" 2321 of
202s

cORA$.r (JJ.)

Sarrjay K*rol
PK Mislrra

,TIMH"TAKSN 
SY COURTS

1'C

I ye*r
6 nro*ths

HC

2 yeam

I months

SC

6 months

2 I t.02"?5 Deepak Kumar &
Ors. Vs Oriental

lnsurance Ca. I"tet,

& Ors.

C.A.l\lo. 2677 at
?025

Sanjny Karr:l
PK Mishra

Approx,
5 years
S montks

Apprax.
I nrontfis

I year

6 mouths

3. 0-$.05.25 Viiay Devi & Ors

Vs" Pramad & Ors

C.A. No. 7179 sf
2025

lianjay Karal
Mancrj Misra

I year

4 mcnths

I2 years

I montlrs

4 monlhs

I 2 days

4 r9.05.?5 Vimla Singlr & Ors.

Vs. Rahcsh Kumar
6uptn and Anr

C"A. No. 7l l6 of
2025

Sanjay Karol
Joymalya B*gchi

2 yers
2 months

3 years

I rnonth

7 months

{ t4.07.x5 Fradcep Kumer

Triparhi Vs. Satish

Kumar and Ors

C.A. No7737 of
2025

lixnjay Knr*l
Manoj Misra

8 years

6 monlhs

23 days

l0 rna*ths

) days

Allahrbad

6. l?. t I -25 Priti Jaiswal anrl

Ors. Vs The l.,lew

lndin Assurance Co
Ltd And Ors

C.A.No 15227 of
2t)25

Sanjay Karal
$.C. Sharm*

5 years

07 nronths

I7 dtrys

6 ye*r*
I months

?0 day*

2 monlhs

23 Dcys

Allahabad

7 ?4.02.?6

0r.12.25

Naseema and Ors

Vs. Rajentlra Singh

Pamba
Rarnanjanrma &
Ors. Vr The
Assistanl
Comtrtissiouer
Endowments &

C.A.No.3595 af
2026

C.A. Nos. 15222-23

aft0?6

Sanjay Kaml
A0 Masih

Smjay Karul
N. Kotiswnr Singh

7 months

5 days

7 nronahs,

15 days

I 7 years

I I months

26 days

I year,9
no*ths,
35 days

I year

4 nronths

26 days

3 months

28 days

C.A.No../2026 @l SLp(C)No,3391 5 of ?0?5 Fage $ of36
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t I months

5 days
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r) 06.05.2s |tlanasaheb Ranbn

Pstil Vs. lflco-
Tokio Ceneral

Insurance Co. Ltd.&
Anr

C.A. No. 7l$3 of
242'5

Sanjay Karrl
Mancrj Misra

5 yexrs

3 months

l0 years

7 months

4 nro*ths

I8 days

ls. s9.05.25

Ralresh Chavan vs

li.ailas Vithalrao
$hinde and Anr.

@, Vikas C.A. Ne.7197 of
?02s

Sanjay Karol
Manoj Misra

2 years

3 mo*ths
4 years

4 nronths

3 morths

lr. r 9.05.25 Yuvraj Vs Sh*ikh
llabib Shaikh
Ahnred & Ors.

C.A. No. ?163 of
20?5

Sanjay Kar*l
Joynralya
Bagchi

2 years

2 mo*ths
6 years

5 mcnths

7 tnonths

14 days

t2 17.02.25 Jakaria Mond*l (@

Jakai @ Jikai Vs
The National
lnsurance Co.Ltd, &
Anr.

C"A. N*. 2633 of
2S25

Saniay Karol
PK Mislrra

Not given Not
giv*n

Not
given

t3. t0.03. 6 Jyotsna Roy and

Anr. Vs- The
National lnsur*lrce

Co. Ltd nnd Anr.

lofC.A"
202(,

$anjay Kar*l
A.C. Masilr

I year

2 months

l8 days

5 ye*ru

! mo*ths
ld d*ys

I year
4 montlrs

24 days

14. t4.07.25 Sunaina Verrna &
Ors Vs. Ahrnad
Niyaei and Ors

5

A. No. 7738 of Sanjay Karel
P K Mishra

4 year

I n'ronlhs

I years

lmanth
6 n:onths

I I days

t5. r 8.07.25 Snrt. 0anga Bevi
Crde & Ors Vs.
Chandra Kuurar
$ahu and Orx

C.A. No" 9562 of
2925

liar{*y Karcl
P K Mishra

2 years

I nro*th

6 years

5 nronlhs

4 morihs
l5 days

t6 06" r0.25 Smt. Shanti Bai
Sahu & Ors. Ys
Ahnrad Niyazi &
Ors.

C.A. No. 13557

2025
Sanjay Karol
N. Kotiswar Sirgh

4 years

7 months

2$ clays

I years

I nronth

I I drys

9 months

17. 02.{t2.26 Akhilendra Pratap

Si*gb Vs M*nu
Chouhan And Ors

C.A. No.l56lof
2026

Sanjay Karol
A"C. klasih

2 yems

l0 rnonlhs

3 days

6 years

3 monlhs

$ d*ys

75 d*ys

18. t2.42.26 Fradeep Agrawal
vs. Mauoj Agarwal
& Anr"

C*A. Nos" 3597-98
of2026

$arjay Karal
N Kotiswar Singh

I year

I I n:ontlrs

26 days

yesrs

I mq:nths

I year

2l days

St*tc of Mahrraslrtr*

Slate oflilesl Bc*gal

$ts{r of C}rhtttisgr*rh

Borirbay

Bombay

Bornbay

Kolkata

Kolkatir

Chhattisgarh

Chhattisgarh

C.A.No../2026 @ $l,p(ClNo.33BIS of t02j Fage 6 of36
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19. 05.03.25 Neelam Sharma &
ors, Vs 0riental
lnsurance Co. Ltd.
& ors.

C.A. Nos.3632-33
of20t5

Sanjay Karol
Mannrohrn

? years 5

mernths

6 years 3 years

20. t9.0fi.2s Sanjeev Malhotra
snd Anr. Vs The
Nsry lndia
Assur*nce Co. Ltd"
And ors.

C.A. Nos. 10840-41

of2S24
Sa{ay Kaml
Sandeep M*hta

2 years 2

rtroxths [9
days

5 ye*rs

4 mouths
l9 elays

10 months

days

2t

')1

05.12.25

06.05.25

Soni Shanna Vs

Orienml lnsurancs

Co. Ltd. & or*.

If?co Tokio Ceneral
Insurance C*. l-td.
Vs Pinkyben & Ors.

C.A. No,15224 of
202s

7192C.A

30:5

Sanjay ltsml
N. Kotiswar $ingh

S*njay Kaml
Manoj Misro

4 Years 6

Months ?8
I)*ys

I I years

l0 months

6 years

l0 months

35 Days

{ yeam

I months

l0 Moaths

I year6
months

Days

t-', 08"08.2s Hilesh Nagjibhai
Patel Vs Babablrai

N*giibhai Rahari
and Anr.

C.A. No. 10278 of
202s

Sanjay Karol
P K Mishra

I ye*rs

3 months

2 years

6 mon{hs

5 months

6 days

24. sr "09.25 New lndia
Assurance

Ctrmpany Ltd Vs
Hansaben

Sureshhhai

Prajapati And Ors.

C.A. No. 12176 of
20?5

$ar{ay Karol
F K Mishra

5 years

3 monlhs

?l days

3 years

I rnonths

l* days

4 months

?{ t0-02.26 lsha Abbasbhai

Abha Sqich* & Ors.
Vs" Shi Ceneral
lnsurance Co, Ltd &
Anr.

C.A. No, 3378 of
2026

Sanjay Karol
A.C. Masih

5 years

I I months

13 days

4 ye*rs

4 months
4 months

I8 days

Cu^i*rat

3S r 7.s3.26 Faridnben Mahebab
Hqiiya & Anr. Vs
The National
lnsurance Cornpany
Linrited. & Ors.

C.A. No. 804I uf
2426

Sanjry K*rrl
A.C. Masih

I I ycars

? mcnths

27 days

6 year*

I months
, days

4 nromhs

l I days

Oujarat

1"1 23.04.26 Ilhatliben versus

The l'{ational

lnsurance Co. Ltd.
And Ors"

C.A. No. 7944 of
zfit6

Sanjay Karol
V M Pancholi

i4 years

5 mo*ths
I6 days

I l years

3 months

5 rlays

I year 5

drys
Cujarat

Union Territory of }elhi

Stnte of Cujarat

flellri

DetIi

Delhi

Cujaral

Cujaral

Cujarnt

C.A.No../202S @t St,P(ClNr:.3391 5 *f 2CI25 P*ge 7 of36



?o

3$

?9.

17.&2.2{,

3.l 1.25

r t.CI2,2s

Chouhal and Anr.
Vs. Oriental

lnsurance Conrpany

Ltd. And Ors.

Sunita Dcvi & ors.

Vs.

$hakti Singh & ors.

Vijayalaxmi Q)
Roopa vs. $henoy
vs. National
lnsurance Co, Ltd,

C.A. Nos.3877-
387* of2026

C.A. No" l39l I of
2025

C.,{. No" 2320 of
2025

$anjay Karol
A.C. Masih

Sanjay Karal
l"l Kotiswar $iuglr

Manrnohan
Karol

5 years

3 nrontlrs

25 days

3 years

4 year

2 days

year

I rnorrths

tluys

I 0 years

4 rnollhs
24 elays

5 years

4 years

I nrcnth

l5 days

J rnonths

?l days

I months

31. I I.0?.25 Nur Ahamad

Abdulsab Kanavi vs
Abdul Munaf &
Ors.

C.A. No. af 2322

of2025
Saniay Krml
PK Mishra

5 years 2 y*ars

6 manths

5 nronths

:i2. I t.02.25 Jayalakshmi Vs. K.
Abhayachandra &
Orx

C.A. Nlo. ?315 of
202s

$anjay Karol
PK Mishra

More than

5 Years

3 years

3.5 rnonths

2 years

,).}. I t.*2.25 Saalitrai v Thc
Divisional Manager

C.A. Nos. 23ll-12
of?0?5

Sanjay Karol
PK Mishrs

I ye*rs

3 rxonths
7 months I year

28.*2.25 Prabhavathi & ors
vs. The Managing

Dimctor Sangalore
Mctropolitan

Transport

Corporation

C.A. Nos. 3465-

3466 of2015
Sanjay Karol
l'K Mishra

I year

2 n:onths

L yc*rs

l0 mo*ths

I Yean

I I nronths

s2.04.25 Ronnld D Cunhn

Vs. National

lnsurance Co. Ltd.&
Anr.

C.A, No. 5335 of
2025

$anjay Kat*l
Mtnoj Misr:t

3 y*ax
4 nronths

5 yerrs

2 months

I yettr

5 nrontlrs

3S. 0?"{)4,25 Reshnra & ors vs.

Unitsd lndic
Irrsurnrrce Cornpeuy

Limited & Anr

C.A" No.5334 of
2025

Sanjay Karol
Manoj Misra

I y*ar I year

7 months

3 years

7 months

3? 22.84.25 Susheelabai & anr.

Vs. The Oivisional
Controllcr N. W. K-

R. T. C. & Anr.

C.A. No. 54$3 of
20?5

Smjay Karol
P K Misra

4 ye*rs

? monlhs
3 years

2 montls
l ye*rs

ll months

$tate of Assrm

Stnte ofJh*rkhand

St*te of Harnrt*k*

Cuwahati

lharkhand

Kaflrataka

Karnatak*

Kurnalaka

Karnataka

Ktrn*tirka

Karnatak*

Itarnatrka

C.A.No../2026 @ SLP{C}No"33915 of 2025 P*ge I erf 36
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i8. 02.05.25 V.N.S. Pnabakar

R^ao & ors vs" The

Relisnce Ceneral

Insurance Company

Lrd. & 0m.

C.A. No. 71?? of
2025

$anjay Kartl
Munrrj Misra

4 years 7 years

] rnonth

8 moulhs

l9 0s.0s.25 Suresh Vs. $enthil

B. & Anr.

C.A" No" 7182 of
2025

Sanjay K:rnrl
Mnnoj Misra

2 years

l0 months

4 years

2 months

? months

l6 days

40. 06.05.25 Sweeta & Anr. Vs

the Divisional
Manager & 0rs.

C.A. Nos. 7195-96

of3025
$aqiay Karol
Manoj Misra

3 years

.l rnonths

3 yean
6 months

7 raonlhs

4t 06.05,25 Aleenr UIIa khan

Vs. ponnusrvanry &
anr,

C.A. Nos.7lq3-94
of2025

Saniay Karcl
Marroj Misr*

4 years

l0 nronths

5 years

3 mon(hs

ll months

42 19.05.25 Chandrakala D.R.

Vs Shivaqju & Anr.
C.A. Nu. 6$7S of
2*25

Saniay Karol
Joym*lya B*gchi

I ymr
7 months

More
than 3

years

? n:onths

35 days

43 i 4.0s.25 Akksrnahsdpvi and

Anr. Vs Prabhur*.i

And Anr

C.4". hlo. I1402 of
2025

$anjay Karol
P K Mishr*

S years

{i nonths

24 days

4 years

2 months

I I days

4 months

l0 days

,{4.

'9.08.?5
Lalitn & 0r*. Vs

The Divisional
Manager

N.W.K.R,T.C" &
Anr"

C.A. Nss. l0S4?-

43 ctf 20?5

$anjay Karal
$andeep Mebta

? ye*ru

? montlrs

5 years

I I ruonths

-* months

l 7 d*ys

45 I I.09.25 Chandra M*gera
Vs. Sonthosh A
0anach*ri & Anr.

C-A. No.2l83 of
2025

Sanj*y Klrol
N Kotiswar Singh

? years

9 monfhs

I2 days

2 years

4 months

7 day*

I rnon:hs

24 days

Kqmateka

46 26.$9.25 Msllesh M. Linga
Vs. Raju Iv{. And
Anr

C.A. No" 12714 of
20?*q

Sani*y Karol
N. Kctiswar Singh

4 years

9 months

25 days

2 years

2 nronths

I 7 days

5 months

29 days

K$matakal

47 t4.l0.25 Reshma rep by her

next friend Shobha

Shobha Vs. Shri.

Dajiba Krishna Lad

& Anr.

C.A. Nn. 136?7 of
?o?{

Sanjcy Karr:l
N. Kotiswar Singh

I year

5 mu*lhs,
? dtys

5 years

II months,

19 days

I months,

B days

Karn*taker

48 06.I r.25 Sri Pramod vs Sujay

Kamath & Ors

C.A. No. I 381 5 of
202s

Sanjay Karol
N, Koliswar Singh

2 years

8 monlhs

t S r{ays

I year

9 months

I I days

) nronlhs,

i days

Karnataka

I t.t L25 Sh. Irappa Sio
Yallappa M*li &
Anr, Vs. Kcyal
Sundaram Alliance

C.A. No. 15376 of
2025

Sanjay l{arol
VipulM. Pancholi

I year

I months,
23 dnys

I
I

)

yesrs

nrontlrs,

<irys

$ mcnths,
13 days

Kanrttake

Karnntaka

Karnalak*

Kilrnatflka

Kanrataka

Karnttaka

Kar*atnka

Karnataka
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Insurance co. Lld. &
Anr.

50. 09. t2.25 Moharnmed

Mukhtar M D Vs.

Abdul Moiddin &
Grs,

C.A. No. 152?5 of
2025

Saqjay Karol
N. Kotisw*r Singh

2 years

2 mr:nths

7 Days

S years

2 months

25 Days

2 years

4 nronths

20 Days

5l I t.03.26 Srnt. Kokila Vani
K.J. and Ors, Vs.

The Divisional
Manager M/S
Unitcd lrrdia

lnsurance Company

Ltd and Ors.

C.A. No. 3637 of
2426

San-jay Karal
A.C. Masilr

I year

6 rnonths

I $ days

2 ycars

6 months

6 days

yeflfs

ll rnonths

S days

r6.04.26

I t.02.25

Brsanrma vs"

Rangappa & .Anr"

Sona (lVlinor) thr.
Next friend Vs.

Ma*ual C.l\,t & Anr.

I rrxrnth

3 y*srs
4 months

52.

53.

C.A. No. 7934 of
2026

C.A. No. ?316 of
2025

A G Masih

Satjay Karol
PK Mishra

Kar*l 2 years

7 months

l9 day

2 years

8 manths

4 mo*ths
5 days

year

0 months

54. 06,05.25 Sreejith vs. Abdul
Rasheed & Ors.

C.A. No.7l9l ol'
20?5

Snnjay Karol
Manoj Misra

2 years

I rncnths

6 years

5 montts

2 years

3 months

{5 21.t7.25 Jiju V. Ganga Vs.

Tony Paul and Ors

C.A. No. 9638 of
2025

$*njay Karol
P K Mishra

6 yearc

? months

| 0 years

4 months

l0 months

3 days

{1* $?.11"25 $udheesh M Vs.
MK Puruslrotam &
Ors,

C.A.N*" l3*l8of
2CI25

$aujay Kar*l
N. Kotiswar Singh

7 y*as S

days

4 ysars

3 mo*ths

22 days

I year

3 months

I I days

57. ,3.t L25 Ivlalaj Vs Satbessh

Kumar (dead)

through LR$. And
Anr.

C.A. hl*. 14493 of
20?5

Sartj*y Karol
?,lV Anjaria

I 0 ye*rs

?5 days

I years

5 mc*ths

20 days

I year

6 nrontlrs

$s. ?*. i r.?s Baiju Vs The Uilited
lndia lnsunance

Conrpany l,ir*ited
and Ors.

SLP (C) h{o. lJl34
of2025

$*njay Karol
N. Kotiswar Singh

5 y*ar*
I I mo*ths
20 days

l0 years

03 ma*ths

l ? days

2 months

l5 days

te of Keral*

Karrrataka

Karnataka

K*rnatala

Kerala

Kerala

Kerala

Ker*ta

Kerala

Xerala
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59. 04. t 2.25 Jayaqj Vs The

0riental lnsurance

Co. Ltd and Ors.

C.A. No. 1538? of
?s?5

Scnjay Karol
N K*tiswnr Singh

7 years

3 r*onths

26 days

3 ycars

I t mr:rths

l9 days

4 months

l9 days

60

6r.

t 8.l:.25

24.tt1.25

Nithin Varghese vs.

The 0riental
Insurance Co. Ltd

Sadhana Tbmar &
Ors vs .dshok

Kushwaha & Ors

C-A" No.15377 of
20?s

C.A.},io.3763 of
x035

S*njay Karol
N. K*tiswnr Si*gh

S*njxy Karol
FK Mishra

I Years

I months

I6 Dnys

I y*ar
l0 months

9 years

5 moathE

l3 Days

ysfirs

0 months

3 months

26 Days

ye{r

0 months

07.02.25 jitsndra v $adiya &
Ors.

C.A. No. 2309 of
?025

Snnjny Karnl
PK Mishra

5 years

S!/r months

2 ye*rs l2 x*nths

6:. I t.*2.?5 Vinayak v Mnnohsr
Singh & Ors

C.A. No. ?3!9of
3025

$nnjny Krrol
PK Mishra

I y*ars
J months

? nr$nlhs I ye*r

64. t t.{}?.?5 Karuna Parmar vs

Frakash Sinha &
(}rs

C"A. Nos. 2317-18

of2025
Sanjay Karol
Manr*ohnn

5 years

I montlr

I yenr

l0 months

I

I

ye&r

0 nonths

65. 03.03.25 Lalman Shah @
L*lman Sahu ys.

The New Inilia
Assurance

Comp*ny Ltd & or$

C.A. No. 4492 of
2S?5

Sanjay Karol
KV Viswsnafhan

6 years

I monlhs

I yrar I nronths

66. t8.03.25 Ashok Kumar Vs

Chhote Lal Kol &
Ors.

C.A. No. 43?8 of
2S25

Sanjay K*rol
Mmoj Misra

4 years

I I nronths

I year

3 months

I year6

m0nths

24.S3.t5 Indra Kumar vs.

Nabbu & Ors.
C"A. No.5!.36 of
?o?{

Sanj*y K*rol
Manr:j Mixna

{ years

9 months

5 years

6 monlhs

{ nTonths

2? dryi
Madhy*
Pradesh

68. 24.03.25 Sml. Suman & Anr.
Vs Bhunr khan &
Ors

C.A. No. 5338 of
2025

$anjay Karol
Man*j Misnr

I month
2? d*ys

I0 years I I months Madhya
Pradesh

6$. 05.{)5.?5 Chandani& Ors Vs"

Ramdayal Parel .&
(}rs

C.A. No. ?l8l of
2025

Snnjay Karol
Manoj Misra

I year

4 rnonths

4 yenrs

3 montlx
2 mcnths

23 days

Madhya

Pradcsh

70. t4.08.25 Subran $ingh *nd

Ors Vs. Divisionsl
Manager, 'Ihe l.'lew

lndia Assurance Co

Ltd" & Ors

C.A. No. I l40l of
2425

Sanjay Kaml
P K Mishre

4 ye*rs I

fIIQilIh

I nronths

l6 days

I montlrs M*dhya
Pradesl:

$tntr (}f jl{*dhyrr Pradexh

lieraln

Kerala

Madhy*

Pradesh

M*dhy*
Pradesh

Madhyn

Pradesh

Madhya

Pradeslr

Madhya

Pradesh

Madhya

Pradestr
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7t I9.08.25 Ashok Choubey Vs.

Dashrath Kcwat atrd

Ors.

C.A. No. l0S3S of
2025

Sanjay Karol
Sandeep Mehta

3 ycars

9 nronths

20 days

3 ycrrs
6 months

? days

ll
*ronths

30 days

72 26.08.25 Keshkali and Ors.

Pmvcen Swarup Vs
Manish Kumar and

0m.

c.A. lrla. I I896 0f
2*25

Sarrjay Karol
Sandeep Mehta

9 manths

15 days

l2 yearx

I months

5 months

2l days

26.S9.25 Vikranr Motrryani vs

Santosh Sharnra

(Shukla) Rnd anr.

C.A. l,{a. 135?,t t:f
?025

$anjay Karol
N" Kotiswar Singh

.$ Years

5 montls
2l days

I year

4 moltls
?0 days

9 montlrs

9 days

r 3. r0.2$ Dhaniyn Bai *rrd

0rs. Vs. Awadhraj

Sirtgh B Argahi

C.A" ].**" l]8S$ of
?s?5

$an^iay K*nr[
P K lllishra

I Yean
l$ Months

$ Days

6 Years

7 Months

6 Days

I montlrs

2S days

/) 3.1 L25 Ku. Aani& Ors.

Vs. Udayvecr Singh

& 0rs.

C"A. hls. 14856 of
?025

Sanjry Karol
N Kotiswar $ingh

I ye*r
4 monlhs

6 days

9 years

and

I 7 days

? months

and

2 dnys

76 l7.l1.25 Rqiendra

Chakrawarti Vs

Dinesh Kumar
Yadav and Anr

C.A. No. I4496of
2025

Sanjay Karol
S.C. Slrarnra

5 years,

l0 months

I I days

2 ysars

3 months

I 3 days

I0 rncnths,

I 8 days

09.t)2.26 Dwarka & Ors. vs

Bhair*m

C.A. No. 3388 of
2826

Saniay Karcl
Ujial Bhuyan

2 years

26 days

7 *ronths 3 rnonths

L7 days

78. fi.02.2$ Sushila Dhurve and

Ors, Vs. Sukhtrnl

Dhurve and Ors.

C.A. No. 354S of
2026

$anjay Karal
A.C. M*sih

I year

I I months

6 days

3 years

l0 morths
t4 days

? mo'nlfts

3 days

?s 2:7.*2.2(t Kashi llhunriu and

Ors Vs. IFFC{)
Tokyu Ceneral

lnsurance Co. Ltd
antl ors

C.A" No. 359? nf
2S?(i

Sx*j*y K*r'*l
,t"$. Masih

I ye*r
39 days

I montls
t9 tl.rys

2 rxanths

l$ days

s0. 23.04.26 Satendra Siugh Vs.

Urviiay Frasad

Upadhyaya ond Ors.

C.A. No. 7943 of
20?,6

Sanjay Karcl
V- M. Pancholi

7 ye*rs

Il months

I I days

l years

I i nronths

12 days

5 uonths
l7 days

8r. CIs.03.25 1t. Rabhu Vs. M/s

United India
Insurance Company
& Anr,

C.A. N*. 3596 of
202s

$anjay Karol
M*nnmhan

I year

ll months

2 years

5 months

I year

4 rnonths

82. ?5,03.?s R" $arrtosh &" 0rs.
Vs The M*nagirrg

Directror,

Metropulitnn

C.A. Nos. 5341- 42

of20?5
fi*njay Karcl
Ma**j Misra

2 yean
S manths

I year

3 ntorrtk
7 r:o*ths

Madhya

Pradeslr

Marllyn
Pradesh

$tate of Mndras

Madhya

Pradesh

Madhyn

Pradssh

Madhya

Pmdesh

Madhya

Prar*esh

Madhya

Pr*desh

Madhya

Prtdesh

Madhy*

Pradsslr

Madlrya

Pradesh

Matlras

C.A.No../2026 @ SLP{C)No.33$}5 sf 202s Page 12 of36
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Transporl

Corporation Ltd.

83. st.04.25 P. Dhanalakshmivs.

M1s. Relianee

0eneral lnsurance

Co. Ltd

C.A. Nos,4582-
4583 of2025

Sanjny K*rol
Manoj Misra

I year*

l0 months

3 years

3 months

2 yeas
I rnonth

$4. 05.r)5.:5 Thamilarasi & Anr.
Vs M. Balakrishnan

& ors

C.A. No. 7180 of
2025

Sanjay Karcl
M*noj Misrn

5 years

appr0x^.

l0 years

approx..

3 nronths

5 days

o((t.t 21.05.25 C.Karunakaran Vs

SRM Transport

lndia Pvt Ltd & Anr

C.A. No. 7162 of
2&25

Sani*y Kan:[
Joym*lya Bagchi

2 years

12 days

I years

I l months

5 months

3 days

ss {)l.tl.?s S. Mumtaj Vs. M/s
J$M Logistics
Frivate Lirnited And
Anr.

C.A"No. l22ll of
2025

**njay Knr:al

I K Mishra
6 y*ars
8 n:onths

22 d*ys

l years

Iti months

I I days

3 months

I I drys

ory*t :6.0$.35 Subramanian , &
Anr. Ve. 'the'lnmil
Nadu $tate

Trxnsport

Corpor*tion Ltd

C.A. No" 13716 af
30:5

Sanjay Karr:l
N. Kotisw*r Si*glr

I rnonth

l8 days

I ye*r
9 rnonlhs

14 days

4 months

l5 days

I$lt {}3.0?"2( Kolhandaraman &
Aur, Vs. Rajasekar

& Anr.

C.A. Nos. 3625 -26

of2026
Sa*jay Karol
A.C. Masih

2 yeers

4 rnorrths

I day

I year

l0 nronths

l 0 days

I ycar

* months

l days

$It*.* Gll0rissr!

89. 07.t2.25 Harekrishna

Mahanta v

Hirnadari Sahu &
Anr,

C.A. No.2204 of
2025

Sanjay Karol
PK Mishra

3 years 3 yeam 2 years

? months

*rissa

9* ?0.05.25 Rasmita Sahu &
Ors. Vs The

Divisional Manager

& Anr.

C"A. No. 7198 of
2025

Scnj*y Karal
S**deep Metrt*

) year

5 manths

5 year*

4 months

I

I

year

0 months

(Jrissa

$t r4"s7.25 Lili Kuru*r Swain

and Ors vs. Branch

man$ger Royal

Snndsrarn Alllsnce
Insurance Cr. Ltd

C.A. No. ?739rf
2025

$*nlay Kar*l
fl K h.{ishrx

I years

I month

2$ days

I ycar

5 months

l2 days

4 nonths
?3 drys

Orissa

(}") 2{r.07.25 Farbati $ahoo. &
ors, vs The 0rientnl
lnsurance Company

Lirnited & Anr.

C.,{. No.9*77 of
20?5

$anj*y Kar*l
F K Mishra

l3 years

3 months

6 months

6 days

4 months

24 days

Clrissa

Madras

Madras

Madras

Mfldras

M*drns

Madras

C.A.No../2026 @ SLP(C)No.339 I 5 of 2025 Page 13 of36



7 years

I mo*th

? days

2 yeers

I mouth,

5 days

5 nronthso

13 d*ys
93 t2.Ir.?s Sebati Nath & ors

vs. Shriram Ceneral

lnsurance Co. Ltd

C.A. No. 14497 of
2025

$anjay Karol
Vipul. M. Panclroli

Nct given Not
given

Not
given

q4 ' r0"02.?s Deepnk $ingh alins

Denpak Cluuhan v.

Mukesh Kumar &
0rs,

C"A" No.2255 ol'
?0?5

$anj*y Karal
M*nmoha*

6 ycars

I rnonths

4 months95. I L02.25 Seenra Rani & Ors v

Oriental lnsurdnce

Co. l*trl. & Ors

C.A. No.2323 OP

7425

$anjay Kaml
PK Mishra

I yerr

l year

3 months

5 mouths96. 17.42.25 Krishna & orc. V.

Sanjay Kumar &
ors,

C.A.No.2632al
20?5

$anjay Kaml
N Kotiswar Singh

? years -.

I nr*nth

9 years

9 *rrxrths

2 years

1 month
97 25.03,25 Kanrlesh &.

ors, Vs

Zile Singh & orq.

C.A. No. 5?37 af
2025

$anjay Kar*l
Mnnoj Misra

I I rnonths

3$ days,

I year

3 months

6 yeart l 0 nrc*ths08" 28.03.25 Savita & ors. Vs.

Ajny &ors.
C.A. No.4470 of
?035

Saniay Kttel
Mnnoj Misra

3 yenrs

I I nronths

5 *ronlhs

4 days
*$. 0s.0s.?5 Kamlmh & Ors" Vs.

Dhanna Singh 8L

Anr.

C.A. No. 7178 of
2025

$ar{ay Kar*l
Manoj Misra

I I ruonlhs

26 days

100. 23.05.25 Nimlal Oupta Vs.

C. [oslran Lal &
Ors

C.A No. 746? of
20t5

Saqiay Kuol
Joymalya Bagchi

Mcre tha:t

3 years

I 3 years

I I mantlrr

5 months

8 days

t0! I year

I nontlr
3 months

24 days

03.06.?5 'l'he New lndia
Assurarrce Co. Ltd.
Vs. Mansab Ali &
Ors

C.A. No. 7371 of
2425

Sarrjay Karol
Mancrj Misra

,llars
6 montks

I 7 years

Il rxonths

I days

2 months

12 days

I {}2. 26"0$.?5 Satish Kumar and

Ors Ys. Rakesh

Kurnar and Ors

C.,4. No. l$37$ of
2025

Snnj*y Kaml
N. Kotisw*r $ingh

I ymr
l0 months

?8 days

r83. 09. t?.25 iintt. Krishana &
Ors. Ys. Jagat Singh

& Anr.

2 years

B months,

I 7 days

I yenrs

2 months,

I 4 days

I Year

l0 Months,

t Days

C.A.I,to. l-5226 of
20x

$anjny Karul
N. Kotiswa'Singh

r 04" rr.t?.75 Anu Suia and Anr.
Vs. Pepsu Road

Transpcrt

Corporation and

Anr.

C.A.No. 15390of
2025

? Years

3 Marrths

?$ Days

18 Yeers

I Months

I6 Days

I Year

2 Months
24 Days

(l st

Ar:peal)

Sanjay Karcl
lrl Koliswar Singh

S*nte of Funjab and Il*ryan:t

Orissa

P& H Higlt

C*urt

P & H Fligh

Caurt

P& H High

Courl

P& H lligh
Court

P & !l t{igh

Ccurt

P & *"1 Hish
Coxrt

P&H
Court

P&HHigh
Co*rt

P & $ lligh
Court

P&HHigh
Courl

P&HHigh
Court

C.A.No../2026 6D StP(ClNa"339l5 CIf 2025 Page l4 of36



4 Years

5 Months

I I days

(2nd

Appeal)

r0s. n.01.?6 Mohit Garg vs Ha'ri

Rnm, since
deceased now
represented by t&
and Ors

C.A. No. t664 of
2S:6

Sanjay Karol
A.O. Masih

3 years

E months,

20 days

y$ers

B mon&s
15 days

years,

months,

days

106" 09.02.26 Rinku Vs. Umar
Moh*mmed nnd

Anr.

C,A. No.35l7 cf
2036

$**jay Karo!
Ujjal Bhuyan

5 years

1 I rnr:nths

l5 days

5 years

I rnonths

I I day$

8 mq:nths

5 days

t 07. 09"02,?6 Sukha Singh and

Anr. Vs. Iffc*
Tokyo Oeneral
lnsuranee Cornpany
Ltd & Ors.

C.A. No.342l of
?026

$anjay Karal
ujjalShuyan

I year

4 m*nths
33 d*ys

I year

4 months

3 days

3 years

4 months

I08. r t.02.2s Sunil Kurnar @
Shinr Vs. Hanuman

$ingh and 0rs.

C.A. No. 3593 of
2026

Sanjay Karol
A.G. Masih

I year

9 nront}s

I day

I2 yearr
l7 days

4 monlhs

? days

r 09. r3.i)2.26 R*ttan Lal $ingh &
Anr. Vs. Ashok
Kumar and Ors

C,A. No. 3549 of
3x26

Sanjay Karol
N Kotiswar Singh

I ye*r
I months

l5 days

6 years

5 months

I I days

6 months

30 days

P & ll lligh
Co*rt

lr0 19.fi2.26 P*hlad and Anr. Vs.
Jagalpal& Ors.

C.A. No. 33S7 of
2026

$*niay Karol
A.O. Masih

2 years

?9 days

S years

$ rnonths

l2 days

i 
I year

I I monrhs

13 days

P& H High
Coult

tr t, 27.*?.26 Raj Rnni and Otheis
Vs. Karan and

others

C.,4. No. 3598 of
2026

Sanjay Karol
A"C. Maslh

$ manths

?.6 d*ys

I months

27 days

6 months

I dry
P& H l-ligh

Court

It?. r7.04..36 Sushnra & 0rs. Vs.
Rinku & Anr.

Ne. 7835 of S*njay Karcl
N" Kotiswar Singh

2 years

2 nronths

2* days

3 years

I months

28 days

5 months

4 days

*& H High
Co*rt

St*tr of Rxjasth*n

t0"01.e5 Frakash Chnnd
Shnnn* Vs.
Rambabu $*ini &
Anr"

C.A. Nc.2354 of
2A2s

Saqiay Karul
h{anmohan

Nof
given

N$l
giverr

L3. Not given Rajasthan

P& H Hish
Court

P & ll I'ligh
Court

P& H High
Court

P& H High
Court

C.A.No../2026 @ St p(C)No.339t5 of 1025 P*ge I5 of36
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6 years

3 months

5 nronths

l0 montlrs

Sanjay Kar*l
Man*j Misra

Rotrtttl I
2 years

I riro*tlt

Rornd ?
3 nro*ths

Mohammad Maruf
Khan & Anr. Vs,

lclcl Lornbard

General lnsurance

Conrpany Ltd & Ors

C.A. No" 447?of
2025

r,4. 28.03.?5

l3 years

I I months

l9 days

4 nronths2 yetrs
4 manlls
25 days

C.A" ]Sts. 7740-41

of2025
$anjay Kamf
P K Mishra

I I5. r4.0?.25 R*jput Oayami Devi

and Ors Vs,

Radheshyam and

0rx

5 months

l9 days

6 years

I mantlr

I days

2 y*ars

3 rvronths

24 days

C.A. Nos.9669-70
of2*25

Sanjay Karol
P K Mishrs

r t6. ??.07.?5 Rekhn Sharrna aud

Ors v. Khalil
Ahnrad and Anr.

3 Monttrs

l0 Days
I Year
4 Morrths

l9 Days

l5 Years

I Mottths

l7 Days

Sanjay KaLal
N. Kotiswar Singh

Sayar & Ors. Vs.

Ranrkaran & om.

C.A. No. 139 I 2 $f
2025

n7 7-fi.25

7 months

)8 days

lS yttx,
* nonths,
22 days

Sonjry Kaml
S.C. Sharma

I year Il
rnonths,22

days

C"A. N*. 14857 of
?425

I r8. t7. t r.25 Kirosata Devi and

Ors. Vs Ranr ji Lnl

and Ors

I months

5 days

5 years

I mrxths
I I days

$nujay K*rol
A.0.lr4asih

5 yeas
I I months

I 5 days

Amar $iingh Vr.
Rajendra Singh and

Anr.

C.A" Ns. 3596 of
3026

1t9 I I"S3.26

4 nronlhs

5 days

2 nonths

l0 ye*s
l0 morrths

26 d*ys

2 years

I 5 ye*rs

7 montlrs

18 days

9 years

Sarr.icy Kxr*l
A-$. Masih

Sanjay Karnl
PK Mishra

rt{}.

t2t.

?4"04.?S

I t.02.25

$rnt. Nargis

Siddique Vs.

0risntal lnsurance

Co.Ltd and Ors.

Shyam Frasad

Nagalla & Ors. V.s
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We may recird that overall, an unhappy picture emerges.In almost 50% of

the matters, pendency was over four ysars. It is not even for a moment our

consideration that the Courts are solely responsible for such delay; but we are of

the view that the Courts must renrain vigilant with regard to the pendency of such

cases, Adoumments shollld only he granted for genuine reasons. What those

genuine reason$ may be, we cannot list out, but one ofthe foremost considerations

that must be the force of expediency in such matters is the incidence of interest

that may befall the insurance company/owner/driver. Quite often it may so

happen that ths interest when computed is equal to a substantial percentage of the

award itself which in itself is an indicatian that an institution-wide remedy is

called for in such matters.

TH,F HOM*IfaKSR; ANA"I'(}NFUI]+nER * A|"N SQ"QIYOMLC ENTITY

10. In our view, it is ironic to describe a ltomemslrcr as dependant ou earning

members, when, in reality the household's functioning depends substantially on

the homemaker. The earning members &re in fact solely dependent c,n tlre

homemaker but alas, this reality does not receive the acknowledgment it

deserves. Efforts have been made across fields to some success but yet undeniably

the road is still long.

We notice that as far back as 1920, a hundred-and-fr:ur*ye&rs ago, the noted

economist Sir Cecil Pigou, in his work The Economtcs of Welfare observed:*

",.. ths services rendemd by women enter into the dividencl when they *re

rendered in exchange for wnges, whether in the {aclory or in the hame, but

do not enter into it when they are rendered by mothers and wives

gratuitou*ly to their own families. Thus, if a man maries his housekeeper

or his cook, the national dividend is diminished."

t|. This idea has since engaged the attention of economists and sociologists,

consistently" Viewed frorn the lens sf both fields, its undervalued nature, is a
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common stmnd, whether it be tasks that are considercd ,everyday, such as

cooking, cleaning and other sirnilar activities that undoubtedly support the paid

workforce by enabling saonomic productivify, yet they are in themselves not

recognised as productive activities for the purposes of measrues sgch as GDp;

To put the enormity af what is rnissed out by these conveirtional methods, it may
be noted that every day, around sixteen billicn hours individual *rc devoted to

unpaid domestic work and care.l The General RecommendationNo.lT issued in
the?enth $ession in l991 ofthe Cornmittee on the Elimination of}ismiminatian
against Women deserves recall here:

"Affirming that tlie mea.surnilrer:t and quantification of the unrernunerated
domestic activities of women, whictr contribute to developrnenl in eaclr
country, will help to reveal the de facto ecsnomic role of wonren,
Convinced that such nteasursmsnt and quantification oflers a basis for tlre
formulation of further poli*ies related to the advcncement of wonren,
N*ting the discnrssions ol'the $tfltistisal Ccnrmission, at its tw*nty-fifth
session, on tNre currsnt revision of thc Systern of National Accounts Ln the
development of statistics on womsn,
Reconrmends that States pariies:
(a) Encourage and support researsh and expcrinrentat studies to measure
and value tlre rlnremunerated donrestie activities of women; for example,
by conducting tinre'use surveys as part of their national housetrold *u*"y
progmmmel an! by collecting statistics disaggregated by gender on tinre
spent ein activities both in the hausehord and on ttie la!,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,ouri1arket;
(b) Take steps, in accordance with the provisions of the Convention an the
Eliurination of All Fonns tf Discrimination against Womsn and the
Nairstli Forward-looking strategies for the Advircement of women, to
quantify and include tlte unremunemted dorrrestic activities of women in
the gro*.s national pr.oduct;
(c) lnclude in tlreir reports subrxitted under *rticle l8 of the Conventio*
infornration on the researclr and experimental studies undertaken to
measure and value unremunerated dornestic *ctivities, *s wel'l as on the
progress nrade in the incorporation of the unrsmurerated domestic
ac.fivities of wcmen in natioualaccounts.r,

Another cornputation, specifically in the Indian cortext, is ths Time Use

$urvey conducted in 2019 which highlights the extent of unpaid domestic and

caregiving work, particularly undertaken by \iyolnen. Wbrnen aged between 15-
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59 years spend over seven hours daily on unpaid domestic tasks, compared to
less than three hours by men. On an average; womsn perform 2.6 times mors
unpaid caregivingldomestic work, even when they are otherwise contributing
ecnnomically. This one-sided scenario is prababty one of the rsasons w6y the

country has lnw female labour force participaticn at Sl.Tah,since the societal

framework generally presumes such responsibilities to be automatically faling
upon women. Women's unpaid caregiving work is estimated to contribute 15 -
17Yo af lndia's GDP, yet it remains unpaid and unrecogniseda. Efforts have been

made to address this gap by methods such as the replacement cost approach

which, as the name suggests, pertains to calculating economic inrpact of hiring
help to undertake those activities" or through the opportunity cost appraa*h

which considers ths income foregone by a homemaker by not participating in
the labour market. The undervaluing in econcmic terms emanates from an

abiding sense of fidelity to stereotypical gender roles. The atfempt to ascribe

value for therefore is not simpliciter an attempt to assign monetary worth
therefore making the endless efforts of a hornemaker more recognizable and

calculable but also it is challenging and redefining what is understood as

valuable.

12, It must also be observed that this economic shift of valuing a homemaker,s

efforts is not limited only to monetary aspects. There has been a shift in
sensibilities 'a married woman who takes care of the house is uo longer called a

housewift and has nnw been elevated to the deserved status af homemaker in

recognition of the multitudes of facets that her prssence in the home covers. The

term oAorrsewrfe' has been present for centur:ies with its earliest use being recorded

in the year 1225s whereas the word 'hamemaker'is relatively newer; being traced

{ https;l/www"undp.org/indialblog/who-carcs-making-care-evsryones*work
t htfps://www.oed.com/dictionary/housewife_n?tl:tnre
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back to somewhere in the 1860s6. lt may be true that Judiciary has made a
conscious effort to shift its use to the lafter term but in comman use the
stereotypical eallier term still continues with a ratio of 4:1. Although this shift in
terrninology has been seen iu earlier judgrnents, we would like to note that this
Court in its recent handbook on combating gender stereotypesT stated that the use

of tlre term ohousewife'would 
be incorrect and instead the word ,homemaker,

should be used.In the same book, it has also been noted as follaws:

Stereotype Reality

Wonrerr who do not work outside tlre
home do trot contribute to the
houselrold or contribute very tittle in
conrparison to their husbands.

Worrren whc &le h*nremakers
perforrn unpaid domestic labaur
(suck r*s *aoking, cleaning, washing.
household n'lan&gslment and
accounts) and care work (such as
c*ring for th* elderly and for
childrelr, lrelping children with their
l:onrework and extr*clrriculars). The
unpaid labour performed by women
nat only contributes to the
Itousehold's quality of life but also
results in msnet ry savings. Women
wlto are honremakcrs contribnte to
the household to an equal (or greater)
extent.

13. Apart frorn the fact that contributio:r of women to the saciety extends far
beyond biological reproduction, thcy &re also largely responsible for the

preparation of human capital on which the dreams of being the world,s largest

sconomy amonB other things rest. It is often said that a mother is the first teacher

that a child has. This teaching however is not like a school or a college, that has a

definite end date and instead continues for the entire Iives of both the mother and
the child. Whatsoever positive act is undertaken by the child such as learning a

:
tg

released on I6th August 20?i and ,pdated o* Rs Novembei2023-
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skill, a language, a trade or a profession, is infonned by the training that is given

on the daily, by the,mother.

similarly, and most significantly, human relations which are the

cornerstone of society, are perceived and understood first and foremost through

the ways exemplified by conduct of the mother. The everyday nudging and

signalling towards proper behaviour etiquefte, later forms the patlr which the said

child would then efnulate for their ftiture generations. It is, therefore, a successive

chain huilt intercommunity and intergenerationatly, of trust, cooperation and

transmission of cultural memory, norms, which take the form of social bonds that

sustain an individual sither as farnilial relations or friendships and to an extent

even professional networks. The understanding of acceptable and unacceptable

behaviour whether it is within the lrome or outside it, is also cammunicated by the

person who is in the home at all times. Those who step out for livelihood and

return only at the end of the dap for obvious reason$ have limited interaction and

so their role in the constant shaping of the individual, ffi&y somewhat be limited.

On the emotional and psychological plane, the inherent ability of &

Itomemakerto juggle multiple aspects whether it is meals, properly ironed clothesr

stocking up supplies, caring for the elderly in the house, ensuring that the children

stay on top of their scltoolworlc and so many more things that enabled, to use a

somewhat stereotypical expression, the 'men af tlre house ', to have theirundivided

focus on earning a good living. They provide a sense of insulation from the

pre$sures of the outside world, a bubble in which everything is taken cara of and

all that is needed for the people therein, is ta relax and rejuvenate preparing

themselves for what the next day rnight bring. In the majority of households, this

is taken to be 'normal'but the truth is that those who do not have this luxury truly

understand what is missing in their lives. The family mernbers in households

where the hornemaker is absent be it for whatever reason) are often required to

coms together and each individual therein will do a part of the work that would
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otherwise fall to the absent individual who would, in fact do it with a smile on

their face.

True it is that the reality/realities contemplated thus far are both of urban

and rural application. But it is Sre case at least in certain areas,tlrat the wornen in

rural areas endure additional di{ficulties/labour* walking kilometres for

pailslmatkas of water, transporting mounds of hay atop their backs on a daily basis

or being an additional hand in their fields alongside their lrusbands other than

doing all of the household work in furtherance of smooth functioning of their

houselrolds,

AII of these aspects be it econornic, emotional or psychological have a

dir:ect corelation to creating a healthy society and in tum towards national

development and ars &reas of intense study in the subjects of public heatth and

social policy.

In the preceding paragraphs, \rre havs attempted to give aworld eye's view

oftlre multifar"ious roles that are performed by a lady - a homernaker and yet why

is it that they are generally perneived througlt a singular outlook? To put it directly

and yet indirectly, a homemaker is like the potter and a lrome itself is a lump of
clay. All shapes, sizes and designs ars a result. of the exact right mix of the mud

with the water and the gentle caress of the hand to shape the clay into something

that is wholesome, attractive and useful.

These are the people responsible for laying the foundation stones on which

the edifrces ofthe high fiying business person$, successful politicians, headlining

artists, souglrt after lawyers etc", an the one hand and on the othsr, the si/enf

support belrind the daily grind of an everyday worker who steps out of home in

the hopes of making a decent living for the day in other words, they have a role

either entirely invisible or just par:tlally visible in the work of all those psffions

who ars recognised to be contributing to the nation. It is high time now that the
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invisible is made visible or the veil is pierced to make what can be partially seen

come out in the open. Tlte "h*memekers", to put it directly, actually are the

"nttion huilders" and they ought to be recognised as such.

In the end, we nrust place two caveats. The discussion above has been made

to highlight what has thus far remained unhighlighted. lYe are aware though that

this reality is not everyone's reality" In certain homes, the hamemsker has no

option but to be othnr things alongside being lhs homemc*er i.e., the breadwinner

as well. In this scenario, all the above facets, are in some way, shape or form

present and may place an equally strenuous clemand on her time but nonetheless

are perfornred with equal ease *nd understanding.

It may be a matter of deep seeded gender stereotypes that when we think of

tlre word oh*memaker'the pictur"e that emerges is that of a woman. This however

may not be appropriate in all cases. As a result on one circumstance or another,

sometimes unfofiunate sometimes not, a nlan nray too need to don the role of a

hamemaker. It is not to take away fiorn the efforts of tlrese men who also deserve

recognition and acknowledgment, but for the purpcses of the present case and

trrore particularly the quantification of domestic efforts, we limit its application to

the quintessential and traditional image, that of a woman.

Judieial Pronouncements

14, In light of the contextual background as above, we now refer to the

instances where judicial noti*e has been taken, o,f the efforts of the hamemaker

although referred tb as housewife and attempts have been made to provide a

pecuniary basis therefor:

I4.I In Lata Waetkwtr u ,Stare of Bih*r$, a Bench of three Judges dealt

with the determination of compensation for the death of a housewife in a

t (zoor) I scc 197
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fire that erupted in the prernises of a TISCO factory under Article 32 of

the Constitution of India. It approved the multiplier method for

determination of, compensation as applied by Mr. Justice XV.

Chandrachud, former Chief Justice of India who was the arbitrator in the

matter. For the deceased housewives who were generally taken to be

within the age grcup 34 to 59, Rn.30001- per month was determined to bs

adequate.

14.2 lnArun Kumar Agrawal v. Nationd lnsarsnce Co. Ltt{-e,the

Court was collcerned with the compensation to be awarded to ths

aggrieved husband of one Mrx" RenuAgarwal who died as a result of the

car being driven by the appellant therein being hit by a ttuck, resulting in

the fornrer's death. It was observed:

'026. In India th* conrts have recognised that thc ceintrihuti*tr ntade

by the wife to the house is invaluable and cannot be computed in
terms of monsy. The gratuitous services rendered by the wife with
trus lsve.nnd aflection to tlte childrcrr attd lrer husbsnd and managing

the househald a{fairs cannot be equ*ted with tlre services rendered
by others. A wilelnlottrcr does not work by the clock. Sh* is in the

corrstant attend*nce of the fnmity tlrroughout the d*y and night
unless she is ernployed and is required to att*nd tlre *rnployefs work
Ibr particular hours. She tekes care o{' all the requirenrents of the
husband and clrildren including cooking of tbod, w*shing of clotlres,
etc. $he teaches srnall chilch:en and prnvidss invaluable guidance to
thern for their future Iife. A liousekeeper or ntaidservant can do the
household work, such as cooking food, washing clatlres *nd utensils,
kccping the house clean, etc., but she ca* n*ver be * suhstitute for a
wife/mother wha renders selfless ssrvice to her husband *nd
clrildren.

27.It is not possible to quantify any emount in lierr of the servicss
rendered hy the wife/rnother to the farnily i.e. the lrusbarrcl and

children. H$wevero for the purpo$e *f *w*r* of cortpensation to the
dependattts, $ome pecuniary estinlate has to be nrade of tlre services
of the housewifb/m*thcr. [n tlrat context, tlre tsnn o'serYices" is

requlred to be givan a broad nreaning and nrust be construcd by
taking into account the loss of personal care and attentian given by
the deceased to lrer childrrn as a m*thsr snd to hsr husband $s a wife"
They are eutitled ti: adequate compensatian in lieu of tlre loss of

e (20t0) 9 scc 2r8
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gratuitous seruices rendered by the dece*sed. Tlre amount payable to
the dependant$ c*&not be diminished on the ground that some close
relation like a grandmothsr may volunteer t* re.nder stme of the
servlces to the lamily which the deceased was giving eirlier."

Further, in para 35 it was observed:

35. ln our view, it is highly unfair, unjust and inappropriate to
conlpufe the comperrsation payahle to the dependants of a d*ceased
rvife/rxothero who rloes not have a rcgrlar income, by comparing her
services with th*t of a housekeeper or a ssw*nt or an employee, who
works for a fixed perieid. The gratuitous services rendered by the
wife/rnotlrer to thn l'rusband and chilchen cannot be equated with the
services of an employee and no evidence or elat* c*n possibly be
produced for estlmating tlre value of such s*rvic*s. It is vi*r.rally
irnpossihle to nreasure in terms of *roney the loss af personal care
and attention suffer*d by the husband *nd children an tlre demise of
the housewife. In its wisdorn, the legislature had, as early as in 1994,
flxed tlre noti*nal inc*me of n non-s*rning person rt Rs. 15,000 per
annum and in case of a spousei l/3rd incc:ne oftlre earning/surviving
spouse tbr tl're p$rpCIse of conrputing the compensation.

14.3 ln RuiendrCI Singh u Afofioral fnsuranee Co. Ltd.t0,the Court

took the notional income of ttrre deceased housewife aged 30 years at the

time ofthe accident in Decernber 2012 following Aran Kxm*rAgraw*l

(supra).

14.4 In Iffr# x Orientul Insur*nce Co. Lld,LrN.V.Ramana, J. ias he

then was) while dealing with e case $f twc deceased parents {the father

wds eerning *nd rnather w*s h*memaker), in a claim filed by minor

daughters observed as follows with regard to the time taking and

painstaking efforts of a houremaker - in essence, in transforming the four

walls of a house tc a lively and fitlfilling home:

'(23. [n fhct, the recently released R"eport of tlre National Statistical
OtTice of the'Ministry of Statistics & Prognamme Implementation,
Covernnnent of India called "Time t"Ise rn Indi*-2$19", which is the
first Time Use Survey in the country and collates in{brmation fronr
1,38,799 households far tlre period January 20I9 to Deeember 2019,
reflects the same gender disparity. I Natio*al St*tistical Oflice, Tinre

ro {2020} 7 scc 256
r' (202t ) 2 scc 166
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use in India, 2019 {september 2020).} The key fi.ndings ol tlre
survey suggest thar" *n ari aversge" womsn spend neariy 2gi rninutes
a day on unpaid domestic services for hauseirold members versus g7
rttinutes spent by men on avemgs. lId, ar. p. 56.j sir*ilarly, in a day
women 0n svemge spend 134 rninutes on u*paid c*r*giving services
for household nrenrhers r1$ conrpared to the T6 minutel,speit by men
on average. {/d, at p. 54.J The toral lime spent on tlrese activities pcr
day ntakes the picture in India evefl mere clssluw6mgn on ayerage
spent 16.9% and 2.6% of their day on unp*id domestic servi*es and
unpaid caregiving services fbr houselrord members l.espectively,
wliile rrien spent 1.7% and 0.S%. [1r1, nt p" x"]

Quantifying The Contr*hution*nf * Nation Suilder

l$. trn usual circumstances this Coufi would not have ventured further than

taking note of the fact fiat the incident and judgment in L*ta Wadhwr (supra)

was contemporaneous to the unfo*unate accident in this case and as such

contpensation could be calculated using the Rs.3000! per nronth metric applied

therein however, in our considered view tlrat would not he justified. It has to be

observed that to mea$urs the contributions afa homemaker zurd rnother as in this

case in strictly monetary terms is a task of considerable difficulty for each and

every aspect of the day, monttr and year of such a homemaker'$ family members

is informed, shaped by her sornetimes acknowledged, but most o{ten

unacknowledged or kken for granted, efforts. If cornpbirsation is to be

calculated in the present day while accountins for the egr.egious delag to do so

in terms that were fi:ozen on the day ofthe death ofthe deeeased would be grossly

underyaluing the silent strength of,homemakers. i

16" That being said, even when it comes to computation for damages under

non?scuniary heads, the loss still does require the recognition of such heads

before compensation can be awarded. The first of them being the loss of the

hamemaker's dexterous ability to manage all the chores of the househotd.

Cranted, that in the increasingly modern urban centres of the country it rnay not

be the case that a homemaker stands in fi:ant of the g*s stove bright *nd early in
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the morning or late at night or even that she walks around, slouched, running the

brnom throughout the house, but, the fact of the matter is that in smaller cities,

towns and villages, even todaS such tasks assurnedly and invariably fall on the

homemaker, without as much as a secCInd thought. The second head pertain to

the children ofthe house" They have losttheir mother, the source ofnever-ending

love, comfort and'.affection, the person who they could runto with all their

problems, questions and concerns and heartbreaks. She is also their first point

of contact with the ways of the world, silently and subtly teaching thsm skills of

survival, pemeverance and excellence shaping them into well rounded human

beings capable of being functioning contributors ts the econamy of the nation.

This, in our vieq ls somewhat different from emotional support or dependence

for primary skills nscessary for everyday functioning that are imbibed by the

children from their mother. This has a distinctly economic angle while also being

partly an emotional aspect perfectly fitting into the non-categsrieable roles

played by lromemlker. IIow does one calculate this? The third is equally

troubling. A husband has, no longer, the support of his life pa$ner, someone he

depends on eatirety to run smoothly, an entire part of his life, his hotne, famiiy,

children, relatives" Sven in conservative settings where patriarchy looms ]arge,

the sense of dependency that obtain's, if taken aw&y, greatly challenges the man

for he is nnw directionless and suddenly responsible for a lot tnore flran he is

used to. When the efforts of the hamemaker towards the husband and children

ale taken on the whole it cannot be disputsd that although.her labour be at

emotional or physical is within the fbur walls of the hcme, its impact is rnuch

wider. In enabling the dircct eontribution today of their husbands and tomorow

of their children, they are the building blocks for the nation's road to holistic

progress.[See.'KaIaSu tty u P.M. lohnt2, fihuvunesw*ri v, Man/slWe may also

t2 2A23 SCC Onl-ine Ker 964
13 2020 SCC Onl.ine Mad ?163
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obsele that in a recent order of this Court in Arvind Kunlr,r Pondey r. Girfsll

Pandeyta,also made sinrilar observations to the following sffect:

"7. It goes with*ut saying that the role of a hanremaker is as impart*nl as

tlrnt of a family member wh*se income is langible as s source of
livelihood for the family. The activities perfarmed hy a homemaker, if
counted one by one, tlrere will hardly bc any doubt that the contribution
of a honremaker is of a high order and invaluable. ln flact, it is diflicutt to
as$ess such a contribution in monetaty temt$."

Any computaticn made es a re$ult of injury suflered or death, should be

aware of this larger role and not be myopic in its view.

The loss af a homemakerhowever is not timited to husbarrd and children.

It also directly impacts the women's own parents who have been deprivsd of the

love and company of their child, who have last the suppart and comfort of this

person and are left alone with this boundless grief. $till further, the loss is acutely

felt by her in-Iaws who ars msrs often than not msmbers of tlle same household

and therefore are dependent on the love, labour and dedication of this person, for

food for medicines end doctoros visit or for even the regular company over a

morning tea" $ffict arithmetic calculation does not lend its services to any of

these sceuarios.

l:7. It is settled law by virtue of ,lfafionul Insurance C* Ltd. v. Pranuy

Sethits,, that in all oase$ that have resulted in death, Ioss of conso*ium is to be

paid to ths claimants at the rate of Rs"4S,000/- per dependant along with l0%

increase on the said amount every three years, so in 2CI26 the compensation

awarded under this head is Rs.48,4001-" This ws may note is irrespective of

whether the deceased is a matelfcmale/childlretired/worki*g or whatever else.

We are of the considered view, in such situations the computatian of

cornpensation upotl the death of a homemaker suffers from an inherent

tl lzozslz scc 145

'5 
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disadvantage. The arnount awarded under the sarne is over and above what is

calculated on the 'basis of the eamingslsalaries/pension/notional income for

certain categories of claimants. In view of the fact that there is no standard

income on the basis of wlrich cornpensation can be calculated and a figure is

taken for the purposes of calculation on guesswark, the true wo$h of the

homemaker is missed out, in as much as it is amenable to caleulation in monetary

terms.

I8" Future prospects when calculated on the basis of the above judgment in

Lota Wadhwu (supra) would also be calculated on the comparative lower

notional income (Rs.3000/*per rnonth) giver: that, botlr the fire incident and the

accident forming the basis of this appeal are from the year 2001.

19" When such conservative figures are used to build up compensation, the

amount arrived at is paltry and not even close, *s much as rnonetary terms can

be, tc the loss endured by the claimants. Notional income is intended to

approximate the economic value of in the case of homemaker, services rendered

by thern" However, for whatever reason, judicial notice of this issue is usually

overly conservative, withnut duo acknowledgrnent of the fact th*t the role ofthe

hornemaker is neither entirely economic nor entirely non-economic and blends

the factors of economy with emotional and managerial cuntributions and as such

fixed compensation in terms of loss of consortiunr does nct cover the entire

gamut of their contribution.

Loss Of Domestic Csre : An Additional Head

20. It is in these circumstances, thst we deem it appropriate to direct that

when a Motor Accidents Claim Tribunal *r the High Court or this Court is

concerned with or a case involving the death of a homemaker, in order to
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overcome the inherent disadvantage accrued against the'Flomemaker on a
calculation of compensation on the basis of conservatively computed notional
income and while being acutely aware of the dictum in pranay Sethi (supra)

regarding Ioss of,tonssrtium as also the disposition towards uniformity, that for
the tlrree major hsads {the homemakerb cantribution towards smooth

tunctioning of the howsekold, tl'te loss of m*terrc*l support for .chitdren 
qnd loss

of spoasal suppart/the support and care of their chifd who ii.*n sdult, for the
parents of the deceased) discussed in the foregoing paragraphs, a composite sum

ofRs'30,000/- shall be added underthe head af '/oss afdamesttc care',provided
that all three of these heads are met in the given case. This determination shall

be revised by 10%, crlmulatively, every three years. It nray be clearly stated that
this amount of Rs'30,000/- i"e., Ioss of domestic care is ta be takcn *s a,stsnd*
ir'(basic minimum rnonthly income) fbr manthly income in those eases where

the homema*er does not have an input into the hcuse, in strictly ccnventional,

monetary terms. ln those c&se$ where the hornemaker is part of the workforce,
the component of loss of domestic care shall be in addition to the rnonthly
income as may be proved before the Trihunal/courts.

2l' Tlre distinction that we are attempting to ctraw becomes more pronounced

and justified when consa*iunr as *warded under Pra**y Sethi is understood in
a context of the twa judgnrents discussed below:

(i) lta;es* u ^firj&fr,Sfirgfrr6,

'"17. "..
gornp*y., cte. Irglp. conr fo$. guida'ce.-,qociety. so race" aEctililrffi
r***u.l tqlU,riOnu yirl, lriu, O*.J,*r. nrUr...-m
**n o**r lru?,*or, b"U** p.Op"rty undu**.fUrd qu o* "*Uffiffipg$paniorlsh i q. lovq_.sare and pr.otsctiqn,_i$m
S"t- hpS,to b* 

"o*BSns*tqd 
qp$mpfiatuly. Tffi

dunro*" tb,,,ory u! *un*oniq*..ir. O,iU "
egJ:', p*,rsotion i n *thst. pu,tp of th* *ofld, n,S"i; ;.m

t6 (2013) 9 scc 54
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$.[atFs qf. Anre.fjsifl,Australi.*... etc. English gourts have al.so reco$nised
the right of a sBouse to.get cgnrllensation even du.rine the_ggdod of
ter4p.,p,f4gr*disablernent. By-lSrs.r of qq$$gf!.!.uf.n. the.qgurts lrnyS rnade orl
a*Slpf*t to gom$"**$,Stp-..lJ.IS losq,$f.lr$or,lse's aff:ection. comfbrt. solaCe"

co.r.np{rniSnshjp. soeiety, es$,i$tqilcs,firqtegtion. c,sre Rnql qSXlri}l tel,ntipns,
durin$ th-g-Jutu&y-ggfs. Unlike the compensati*n awarded in other
cormtries and other jurisdictions, $in*e the legal hairs are otherwise
aclequately compensoted fbr th* pecuniary l*ss, it wr:uld not be prsper
to nward a major omoullt under this liead. .,."

{ii} M$gmil Gener$f ,fn.urrnnce Co. Lttl. v. Nsnu R*mt7r:

"22. Consorlium is a special prism reflecting elranging nonns about the
status and worth of aclual relationships. Modern jurisdictions world-
over have recognised that the value ol'a child's ccnsortium lar exceeds

tlre economic value of the compensetion nw*rded in the case of the
death of a child. Most jurlsdictions therefore permit parents to bE

awarded dornpensation undrr loss of consorliurn on the death of a chilel.

The amount awarded to the perents is n compensation for loss of the
love, affeetion, care and con'rpnnionship of the deceased child."

It is clear from the ahove extracts that 'cansortium' de*ls almost

exclusively with the emotional aspects af loss that have ta be endured by the

fannily members of the deceased homemaker whilg not giving adequate, if any,

*ffention to the contribution sf the homemaker within the house fiom an

economic lens. trt is as such, in the spirit of the Canstitution particularly

preambular yalues that inform our interpretation that we hereby take a step

against the systematic undervaluing of the work performed by women.

Applicntion to the prosent f*cts

72. Turning back to the facts of this cese, the deceased's claimed income of

Rs.3000/- per month from knitting and stitching, in the facts and circum$tances

of this case is a mers statement without any backing. As snch, we take this to a

case wherethe homemaker has no incorne in mt:netary terms and pursuant to the

above discussion, the compensation r.lnder the lread loss of domeslic care stands

t7 (2018) l8 scc 130
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in as monthly income" Thus, the compensation payable ta the claimants is as

undsr:

The award is to be met by the respondent-Insulance Cornpany. The

interest rates aud conditions as awarded and stipulated by the High Court remain

unchanged.

Income

Yerrly Income 3,60,000

Fut$re Prospecfs (Age-35 yenre) 40% of 3,60,000
=1,44,0004

3,60,000+1,44,000
=5,04,000

Multiplier (I6) 5,04,000 X l6* 80,64,0001-

Deduction {Il4} l/4 x 80,64,000*
20.t6.0001

1

60,48,0001-

LOSS Of
Consortium

48,400 X 4:
[,93,600

Loss of Estate 1 8,1 50

S'uneral
Expenses

t8.ts0

Tbtal 62,?7,9{}$/-

C.A.No../2026 @ SLP(C)No.339t5 of 2025 P*ge 3? of36
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issued by employer under stamp and sear are svailable, they

must neoessarily be filed.

fi4 lf compensation is elatmed under the head of medical

expen$es, bilts duly attested by the conrpetent authority af tke

cttniclhospitollnwr"s ing homes be attac h ed.

v If attendant charges arc claimed and such il psnson i.s already

in employment, a notarixed affidavit, dkclosing salory paid to

them, per month, be appended.

23.2 The Motor thlrieles Act,l988 to state the obvious, is a beneficial

Iegislation aimed at providing just and fhir compensation" Hoth of these

salutary values are denuded by long pendslcy. The table suprs presents

numsrous examples where petitions have remained pending for years on

appeal. As such:

I- TI,te learned Chief Jwstices af the Htgh Coarts are

requestec{ Io fssue necessdtry cltrections to have mdtters that

kave rematned pendingfor the longest atnount aJ'ti'me, tisted

accarding to tlw dute of instttution af ttre appeal, hifore the

appropriate bencltes. The frvercrge taken/or sach purpases is

$ny case that has yernained pendingfor more thanJbur years.

For clartty, tt may be stated that d matter 'a' has been

pendtngfor eight and a half years and 'b'has beerc pending

far.four years, ra'wtll 
be ltstedfirst.

Il. Having taken stock of the nw*ber af cases pending in

the respective Nigh Courts, it may be determineil by the

leayned Chief Justices tn thetr wisdom whether nttmber o!
benches with the MACT cotnpensatian rtster need to be

increased ar not.
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233 Delay in expeditious disposal of cslses is not only a feature at the

High Court level but also at the Tribunal. It is our hope that, by vi*ue of
the directions issued above to append ilscs$sary dqcuments, delayto some

extent on account of adjoumments for such pxrposes wonld be curbed. It
is noted that Section 169 of thn Act provides the cption to the Tribunals to

i

adopt a'sutnrnary procedure *s it thinksy'l', True it is that adopting a

sumrnary procedure is not a compulsion, it would be in the favour of
expediency if reasons ars recorded by the Tribunals for not choosing to

adopt snch procedure. If it is adopted where possible it would go a Iong

way in ensuiing that the deserved compensation reaches the claimants as

$oon as possible. The same be strictly enforced.

23.4 At the cost of repetition, it is stated that in a case of dsath involving

homemaker,, compensation in terms of the ahove discussion, the head of

'loss of dorne$tic core'be added.

23.5 Heads as stipulated by Pron*y sethi (supra) be strictly adhered to

including the Is% enhancement every three years, implernented far the

heads of loss of consortium, loss af estate and funeral expenses.

23.6 It is our hope that the word ho,usewifeflhomemaker, is in future, in

recognition of the contributions of the lady of the house is now nsed as

o'Nation Builder""

24. The appeal i* altrowed. Let a sopy ofthis judgment be sent to the Registrars

General of all the High Courts to be placed before the Iearned Chief Justices to

solicit necessery orders as also to be sent for onward compliance to the Tribunals.
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Pending application(s) if any shall stand disposed of.

New Delhi;
June I l, 20?6

ar*aaaalarrlr l*ra+arrrgaa+tr+raa(aaraaaaaaaaaaaaaaaJa

(SANJAY KAROT}

aarrra.aa.r*rraraa.ara.trrrarrtraaarraaaaraalaaaraaaJa

(NONGM Er KAPAM KOTTSTryAR SrNGr{}

C.A.No../2026 @ SLp(C)No.I39rS of 2025 Page 36 of36


