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DISCLAIMER

No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored, transmitted, or distributed in any form
or by any means, whether electronic, mechanical, photocopying, recording, or otherwise,
without prior written permission of the Managing Editor of the International Journal for Legal
Research & Analysis (IJLRA).

The views, opinions, interpretations, and conclusions expressed in the articles published in this
journal are solely those of the respective authors. They do not necessarily reflect the views of
the Editorial Board, Editors, Reviewers, Advisors, or the Publisher of IJLRA.

Although every reasonable effort has been made to ensure the accuracy, authenticity, and
proper citation of the content published in this journal, neither the Editorial Board nor IJLRA
shall be held liable or responsible, in any manner whatsoever, for any loss, damage, or
consequence arising from the use, reliance upon, or interpretation of the information contained

in this publication.

The content published herein is intended solely for academic and informational purposes and

shall not be construed as legal advice or professional opinion.

Copyright © International Journal for Legal Research &  Analysis.

All rights reserved.
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ABOUT US

The International Journal for Legal Research & Analysis (IJLRA) (ISSN: 2582-6433) is a peer-
reviewed, academic, online journal published on a monthly basis. The journal aims to provide
a comprehensive and interactive platform for the publication of original and high-quality legal

research.

IJLRA publishes Short Articles, Long Articles, Research Papers, Case Comments, Book
Reviews, Essays, and interdisciplinary studies in the field of law and allied disciplines. The
journal seeks to promote critical analysis and informed discourse on contemporary legal, social,

and policy issues.

The primary objective of IJLRA is to enhance academic engagement and scholarly dialogue
among law students, researchers, academicians, legal professionals, and members of the Bar
and Bench. The journal endeavours to establish itself as a credible and widely cited academic
publication through the publication of original, well-researched, and analytically sound

contributions.

IJLRA welcomes submissions from all branches of law, provided the work is original,
unpublished, and submitted in accordance with the prescribed submission guidelines. All
manuscripts are subject to a rigorous peer-review process to ensure academic quality,

originality, and relevance.
Through its publications, the International Journal for Legal Research & Analysis aspires to

contribute meaningfully to legal scholarship and the development of law as an instrument of

justice and social progress.
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PUBLICATION ETHICS, COPYRIGHT & AUTHOR
RESPONSIBILITY STATEMENT

The International Journal for Legal Research and Analysis (IJLRA) is committed to upholding
the highest standards of publication ethics and academic integrity. All manuscripts submitted
to the journal must be original, unpublished, and free from plagiarism, data fabrication,
falsification, or any form of unethical research or publication practice. Authors are solely
responsible for the accuracy, originality, legality, and ethical compliance of their work and
must ensure that all sources are properly cited and that necessary permissions for any third-
party copyrighted material have been duly obtained prior to submission. Copyright in all
published articles vests with IJLRA, unless otherwise expressly stated, and authors grant the
journal the irrevocable right to publish, reproduce, distribute, and archive their work in print
and electronic formats. The views and opinions expressed in the articles are those of the authors
alone and do not reflect the views of the Editors, Editorial Board, Reviewers, or Publisher.
IJLRA shall not be liable for any loss, damage, claim, or legal consequence arising from the
use, reliance upon, or interpretation of the content published. By submitting a manuscript, the
author(s) agree to fully indemnify and hold harmless the journal, its Editor-in-Chief, Editors,
Editorial Board, Reviewers, Advisors, Publisher, and Management against any claims,
liabilities, or legal proceedings arising out of plagiarism, copyright infringement, defamation,
breach of confidentiality, or violation of third-party rights. The journal reserves the absolute
right to reject, withdraw, retract, or remove any manuscript or published article in case of

ethical or legal violations, without incurring any liability.
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INTRODUCTION

This case pertains to the Section 173 of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 which provides people
with the right to appeal to the High Court within 90 days of the decision from the Motor
Accident Claims Tribunal (MACT). This case arose due to a dispute where the UPSRTC
challenged the decision of a tribunal that its driver was liable for a road accident, arguing that
the truck driver was liable for driving on the wrong side. The judgement was delivered on 22
August 2024, by Single Judge Bench of the Delhi High Court comprising of Justice Chandra
Dhari Singh. This case revolves around a collision which occurred between a UPSRTC bus
and a truck, but the MATC held the UPSRTC driver liable for the accident. The court
examined the liability in a motor vehicle accident and appeal against the findings of a tribunal.
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FACTS OF THE CASE

1. This case involves the appellant, Uttar Pradesh State Road Transport Corporation
(UPSRTC) and the respondent Anil Narain Saxena and others, who were the claimants
of the deceased Smt. Radha, who died in the fatal collision.

2. On 3 October 2009, Smt. Radha was travelling from Delhi to Dayapur Joya in a U.P
Roadways bus, which was owned by the appellant, along with her son, brother-in-law,
and her minor daughter.

3. The bus collided with a truck, coming from the direction of Moradabad, on Delhi-Garh
National Highway.

4. Following the collision, Master Rahul Saxena, the son of Smt. Radha, and Sh. Deepak
Narain Saxena, the brother of Smt. Radha, died on the spot. While Smt. Radha and her
baby daughter Amisha Saxena sustained heavy injuries. They were rushed by the
public to the Meerut Government Hospital, where Smt. Radha was declared “brought
dead”.

5. The claimants, i.e., the daughter and husband of the deceased, filed a claim petition in
the Motor Accidents Claim Tribunal (MATC) under Section 166/140 of the Motor
Vehicles Act, 1988, wherein, the tribunal passed a judgement in favor of the claimants
and awarded them with a compensation.

6. The tribunal found UPSRTC’s bus driver solely negligent for the fatal collision
between the bus and the truck. The UPSRTC disagreed with the findings of the Tribunal
as it argued that the truck driver was at fault for the fatal accident as he driving on the
wrong side. This lead to the present appeal before the Delhi High Court on 22" August,
2024.

ISSUES OF THE CASE
The Court examined the following issues in the present case-:
1. Whether the Motor Accidents Claims Tribunal (MATC) was mistaken in holding the
UPSRTC bus driver solely liable for rash driving and negligence causing the collision?
2. Whether the Tribunal made an error in calculation of compensations and making
standard deductions?
3. Whether the Tribunal’s grant of 9% interest per annum on the compensation amount
was excessive under Section 34 of the Code of Civil Procedure?
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JUDGEMENT

The Court laid down the following judgement after analysing the relevant precedents and

statutes-:

1.

The High Court ruled that the Tribunal did not take into account the fact that the truck
driver was driving on the wrong side of the road which caused the collision.

The High Court also overturned the findings of the Tribunal based on the evidence on
record that the UPSRTC driver was solely responsible for the accident

The Tribunal calculated the monthly income of the deceased as Rs. 3,953/-, based on
the minimum monthly wages. The High Court upheld the application of Minimum
Wages Act, 1948 in this case for calculating the loss.

The Tribunal made an error while deducting amount for personal expenses and
maintenance, since the deceased was survived by two dependents. The High Court
referred to the Supreme Court judgement in Kirti v. Oriental Insurance Company
Limited (AIR 2021 SC 353) to fix a deduction 1/3™ of income towards personal
expenses.

The learned Tribunal granted a 25% increase in income of the deceased for future
prospects. The High Court confirmed the findings of the tribunal, recognising the
contribution of a homemaker.

The High Court found that the compensation awarded by the Tribunal was excessive.
The decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of National Insurance Co. Ltd.
v. Pranay Sethi (2017 16 SCC 680) termed excessive compensation as “against the
law”.

The interest granted by the Tribunal on the compensation award, i.e. 9% per annum,
was argued to be against the Section 34 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 1908, as the
rate of interest as fixed by the nationalized banks should not be more than 6%. But the
court upheld the interest rate as it was fixed, keeping in mind the motive of providing
relief to the family of the victim rather than strictly following the fixed interest rates of
the bank for commercial purposes.

The High Court allowed the appeal partly and modified the compensation. The Court
also examined the extra power exercised by the Tribunal by awarding the claimant with
compensation for “loss of love and affection”. The Court held that compensation for

non-existing head is not within the jurisdiction of the Tribunal.
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REASONING

1. In the following case, the testimony of eye-witness PW-4, another passenger on the
bus, was considered significantly important by the Court. The eye-witness denied the
fault of the truck driver in the collision. Instead, he confirmed that the bus driver’s rash
driving and negligence caused the accident.

2. The bus driver denied the claims of rash driving and negligence during cross-
examination. But he did not provide any evidence to support his claims.

3. The High Court called the appeal by the UPSRTC as “gross misuse of process of law”
as the decision of the tribunal was based on all the evidence placed before it, and
therefore its findings were based on the examination of evidences and witnesses, which
led to the order of the tribunal.

4. The husband of the deceased testified in the court that his wife was a graduate.
However, he did not provide any evidence to support the educational claims of the
deceased. This has compelled the court to consider the deceased as a housewife only
and take the minimum wages for unskilled into calculation for awarding compensation.
consider the deceased as a housewife and take only the minimum wages of unskilled
labourers.

5. The court found the evidence or witnesses provided by the appellant as indecisive since
it did not help prove their case. On the other hand, the witnesses and evidences of the
claimant were substantive.

6. The court found that the claims have succeeded in proving their case. The court also
agreed with the reasoning provided by the tribunal in its decision of the case that the
driver of the bus was driving rashly and negligently.

7. While the respondents argued that since the deceased was not employed anywhere and
was not working for profit, her income should not be counted while determining the
amount of the compensation. But the court recognised the significant role played by a

housewife and also acknowledged it.

CONCLUSION
In conclusion, the Delhi High Court judgement in the case recognises homemaker as an
integral part of any family and the loss of a homemaker is a significant emotional loss, which
should be compensated fairly. The judgement also confirms the application of the minimum

wages act for calculating the salary of a homemaker. Through this judgement, the legal system
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recognizes the invaluable contribution of a housewife. The Delhi High Court diverted itself
from the traditional view of the statute by avoiding a 9% interest rate on the compensation
amount. The court also fixed some mathematical errors made by the learner tribunal while
assessing the compensation amount in the case. The bus driver was held hundred percent liable
for the accident. This decision of liability was confirmed by the testimony of the witness. The
Delhi Court’s compassionate understanding in this case prioritized the welfare of the victims

and their family.
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