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JUDGMENT:  

 

 This appeal is preferred by the appellants, who are the 

claim ants before the Court  below, assailing the judgm ent  of the  

I I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Kadapa in OP.No.201 of 2004 dated 

29.11.2007 on the ground that  the Court  below awarded m eagre 

com pensat ion in rout ine m anner, rather than adopt ing the m ult iplier  

relevant  to the age of the m other of the deceased. 

 

2. Heard both sides. 

 

3. A perusal of the judgm ent  of the Court  below shows that  the 

Court  below awarded lum psum  com pensat ion of Rs.65,000/ -  without  

any discussion and no scient ific calculat ion was m ade with regard to 

the com pensat ion. The law is now well set t led that  as regards the 

com pensat ion to be awarded in respect  of the death of a m inor child,  

the not ional incom e has to be taken into considerat ion and then the 

m ult iplier relevant  for the age group of the deceased has to be taken. 

I f the not ional incom e of Rs.1,500/ -  per m onth is taken and 1/ 3 is 

deducted, it  com es to Rs.1,000/ -  per m onth and the annual incom e 

would be Rs.12,000/ - . The m ult iplier relevant  for the age of the 

deceased, being 8 years, would be ‘15’ as per the decision of the 

Suprem e Court  in SARLA VERMA v . DELHI  TRANSPORT 

CORPORATI ON
1 .  Hence, the com pensat ion works out  to  

Rs.12,000/ -  X 15 =  Rs.1,80,000/ - , which is rest r icted to Rs.1,50,000/ -  

with proport ionate costs,  as per the claim  of the claim ants.   
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 Hence, the civil m iscellaneous appeal is allowed by set t ing the 

judgm ent  of the Court  below and the claim ants are ent it led to total 

com pensat ion of Rs.1,50,000/ -  with proport ionate costs, as indicated 

above. This award shall relate back to the date of decree and the 

enhanced com pensat ion awarded shall carry interest  at  the rate 

specified and from  the t im e indicated in the award by the Court  below. 

As a sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any, shall stand closed.  

 

__________ 
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