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JUDGMENT:  

 

 

This appeal is preferred by the appellant - insurance com pany, 

who is respondent  No.2 before the Court  below, assailing the 

judgm ent  of the I V Addit ional Met ropolitan Sessions Judge – cum  – 

XVI I I  Addit ional Chief Judge, Hyderabad in OP.No.1097 of 2004 dated 

09.04.2007 only with regard to the salary that  was taken by the Court  

below as being drawn by the deceased. 

 

2. Heard both the counsel. 

 

3. Counsel for the appellant  contends that  the appellant  is only 

aggrieved by the approach of the Court  below in taking the ent ire 

salary of the deceased, which was reflected by the salary cert ificate 

Ex.A6, as Rs.2672/ - .  The counsel contends that  statutory deduct ions 

ought  to have been taken into considerat ion and the salary ought  to 

have been arr ived at  after considering such deduct ions. 

 

4. The law is well set t led by now that  even the services rendered 

by a hom e m aker, to the fam ily, can be valued in the least  at  

Rs.3,000/ -  per m onth. Even if the deceased was considered as  

non-working wom an, her services rendered to the fam ily would be 

valued at  Rs.3,000/ -  per m onth. I n such circum stances, a working 

wom an cannot  be placed on a lower pedestal than a non-working 

wom an. Hence, the gr ievance of the appellant  is not  at  all  

well- founded and this Court  does not  see any reason to interfere with 

the judgm ent  of the Court  below. 
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The civil m iscellaneous appeal is dism issed. As a sequel,   

the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any, shall stand closed. There shall 

be no order as to costs. 

__________ 

T. RAJANI , J 
September 4, 2017 

DSK 


