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United India Insurance Co. Ltd.
...... Appellant

Versus

Surjit Kaur and others
...... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY TEWARI
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Present:  Mr. Suvir Dewan, Advocate
for the appellant.

Mr. G.S. Goria, Advocate

for the respondents.
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1. Whether Reporters of local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporters or not?
3. Whether the judgment should be reported in the Digest?

AJAY TEWARL J. (Oral)

C.M-4702-CI1-2015

This is an application for bringing on record the LRs of
Narotam Singh-respondent NO.3 who is stated to have died.

For the reasons recorded, the application is allowed subject to
all just exceptions. Persons mentioned in para No.2 be impleaded as legal
representatives of the deceased-respondent No.3. Registry is directed to

make necessary correction in the memo of parties.
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F.A.O No.1000 of 1996

This appeal has been filed by the insurance company against
the order dated 31.05.1995 passed by the Commissioner under the
Workmen's Compensation Act, 1923, Hisar Circle on the ground that since
the licence was fake the deceased could not have been employed as a driver.

Learned counsel for the appellant states that in this burnt case it
is not clear as to whether the licence was 8725-K or 8725-H. As regards the
licence 8725-K, the DTO Kamrup had informed that it was a fake licence
but no report was obtained with regard to licence 8725-H.

[ find from the record that though there was evidence which
was placed on behalf of the claimants indicating that the licence was valid
but the evidence which was led by the appellant to rebut it was of a different
licence number and hence the argument that the licence was not valid has to
be rejected.

In the circumstances, the appeal is dismissed.

Since the main case has been decided, the pending civil

miscellaneous application, if any, also stands disposed of.

( AJAY TEWARI )
February 09, 2016 JUDGE
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