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1. Order passed by the Permanent Lok Adalat, Aligarh dated 30.01.2025 in favour
of the Respondent No. 2 is under challenge in the present writ petition.

2. Facts in brief as contained in the writ petition are that opposite party namely
Megh Shyam Sharma has taken five insurance policies from the petitioner being
Policy  Nos.  564716449,  564705906,  564705907,564705908  and  564705909.
Certain amounts pursuant to the aforesaid policies were deposited by the policy
holder. Since entire terms and conditions of the policies were not complied with,
the respondent no. 2 submitted an application for the payment of money deposited
pursuant to the aforesaid policies before the Permanent Lok Adalat, Aligarh which
was numbered as P.L.A. Case No. 96 of 2022. Reply to the aforesaid was filed by
the petitioner corporation. Paragraph-15 of which reads as follows:-

"15.  यह  ककि पररिववाददी नने बदीमवा पवाललिसदी ससंख्यवा 564716449,  564705906,  564705907.

564705908 व 564705909 अपनने जदीवन परि कवपकदी सने लिदी थथीं लजनकिकी पदीकमयम रिवाकशि पररिववाददी नने

तदीन वरर तकि जमवा नहथीं किकी औरि उससने पपूवर हदी उपरिरोक्त बदीमवा पपॉललिसदी किवा पदीकमयम जमवा किरिनवा बसंद

किरि कदयवा लजस किवारिण सभदी पपॉललिसदी किवालिवातदीत  (lapsed)  हरो गयथीं जबककि उपरिरोक्त पपॉललिसदी किकी

शितवारननुसवारि पपॉललिसदी धवारिकि किरो पपॉललिसदी किकी अभ्यपरण रिवाकशि पवाप्त किरिनने किने  ललिए तदीन वरर तकि पपॉललिसदी

किवा पदीकमयम जमवा किरिनवा आवश्यकि थवा । इसललिए पररिववाददी उपरिरोक्त बदीमवा पपॉललिलसययों किकी अभ्यपरण

रिवाकशि कवपकदी सने पवाप्त किरिनने किवा अलधकिवारिदी नहथीं थवा। इस पकिवारि किरोई भदी अभ्यपरण रिवाकशि कवपकदी किकी

तरिफ दनेय नहथीं हहै औरि न हरो सकितदी हहै।"
3. After taken into consideration the aforesaid aspects of the matter, the Permanent
Lok Adalat, Aligarh passed an order directing the petitioner corporation to make the
payment of Rs. 74,508/- along-with 7 % interest and Rs. 5,000/- litigation expenses
to the Respondent No. 2 in respect of aforesaid 5 policies. Operative portion of an
order reads as follows:-

"कवपकदी किने  किवायवारलिय मम पवापाँचयों बदीमवा पपॉललिलसययों ससंख्यवा - 564716449, 564705906, 564705907,

564705908 व 564705909 किकी पदीकमयम किकी धनरिवाकशि यवाचदी दवारिवा कदनवासंकि 27.09.2017 सने पपूवर जरो



ककि धनरिवाकशि जमवा किकी गयदी थदी , वह कवपकदी दवारिवा ववापस नहदी किकी गयदी। कवपकदी किवा यह किररव्य थवा ककि
यवाचदी मनेघश्यवाम शिमवार किने  दवारिवा पवापाँचरो पपॉललिलसययों किवा पदीकमयम जरो उसकिने  किवायवारलिय मम जमवा थवा , उसकिरो
मय ब्यवाज सकहत ववापस किरितवा, ककिन्तनु कवपकदी दवारिवा मनेघश्यवाम शिमवार किने  दवारिवा इस पपॉललिसदी किने  ससंबसंध मम
जमवा किकी गयदी पदीकमयम किकी धनरिवाकशि ववाकपस नहदी किकी गयदी हहै ,  जरो ककि कवलध सम्मत नहदी हहै। ऐसदी
ससथकत मम पदीठ किने  दवारिवा सवाम्यवा एवसं पकिक कत न्यवाय किने  लसदवान्त किरो दृकष्टिगत रिखतने हहए ,  यवाचदी किने  दवारिवा
पसतनुत यवाकचकिवा आसं कशिकि रूप सने सवदीकिवारि किकी जवातदी हहै। यवाचदी किने  दवारिवा पवापाँचरो पपॉललिलसययों किने  अन्तरगत
जमवा किकी गयदी पदीकमयम किकी धनरिवाकशि 74,508/- रू० तथवा उस परि 7 पकतशित ववाकररकि ब्यवाज एवसं पवापाँच
हजवारि रूपयने ववाद व्यय पदर ककियने जवानने यरोग्य हहै।"

4. It  is  argued by the counsel  for  the petitioner that  since the entire  terms and
conditions of the policies were not complied with by the Respondent No. 2, he is
not entitled for the payment of  amount deposited by him towards the aforesaid
policies.

5. This fact was not disputed by the counsel appearing on behalf of Respondent No.
2 but it is argued that the petitioner-Corporation should be directed to make the
payment of the amount which was deposited by the Respondent No. 2 pursuant to
the aforesaid policies.

6. Heard counsel for the parties and perused the record.

7. From perusal of the record it transpires that as many as five policies were taken
by the Respondent No. 2 from the Life Insurance Corporation of India. Pursuant to
the aforesaid policies total sum of Rs.74,508/- was deposited by the policy holder/
Respondent No. 2 with the Life Insurance Corporation. Since entire money was not
deposited as per the terms and conditions of the agreement, all the policies were
lapsed. Subsequent to the same, an application was submitted by the policy holder
to make the payment of amount deposited by him against the aforesaid policies.
Since no action has been taken, he preferred the case before the Permanent Lok
Adalat, Aligarh which was numbered as Case No. 96 of 2022.

8. After hearing counsel for the parties, only direction was given by the Permanent
Lok Adalat to the petitioner corporation to make the payment of amount deposited
by the respondent no. 2 in respect of aforesaid 5 polices. Aggrieved against the
aforesaid,  Life  Insurance  Corporation  of  India  has  preferred  the  present  writ
petition.

9. It is very surprising that against a very pity amount, the petitioner, i.e., Insurance
Company filed the present writ petition which practice has been deprecated by this
Court from time to time. 

10.  The  same  view  was  taken  by  the  Hon'ble  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of
Haryana Dairy Development Cooperative Federation Limited Vs. Jagdish Lal



reported in  (2014) 3 SCC 156. Again the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of
Subrata Roy Sahara Vs. Union of India reported in (2014) 8 SCC 470 has taken
the same view observing that the Indian judicial system is grossly afflicted, with
frivolous litigation. Ways and means need to be evolved, to deter litigants from
their compulsive obsession, towards senseless and ill-considered claims. One needs
to keep in mind, that in the process of litigation, there is an innocent sufferer on the
other  side,  of  every  irresponsible  and  senseless  claim.  He  suffers  long  drawn
anxious periods of nervousness and restlessness, whilst the litigation is pending,
without any fault on his part. The paragraph 150 of the aforesaid judgement reads
as follows:- 

"150.  The  Indian  judicial  system  is  grossly  afflicted,  with  frivolous
litigation. Ways and means need to be evolved, to deter litigants from
their compulsive obsession, towards senseless and ill-considered claims.
One needs to keep in mind, that in the process of litigation, there is an
innocent sufferer on the other side, of every irresponsible and senseless
claim.  He  suffers  long  drawn  anxious  periods  of  nervousness  and
restlessness,  whilst  the  litigation  is  pending,  without  any  fault  on  his
part." 

11. From perusal of the averments made in the petition and considering the fees of
lawyer, this Court is of the opinion that the cost of filing of the present petition is
more than the awarded amount. 

12. In this view of the matter, as prayed for by the counsel for the petitioner, some
Senior Officer  of  the Life Insurance Corporation of India is directed to file his
personal affidavit explaining the reasons that why the payment of award given by
the Permanent Lok Adalat on 30.01.2025 should not be provided to the Respondent
No. 2. The aforesaid affidavit be filed within a period of two weeks from today. 

13. Put up this matter as fresh on 07.05.2025.

Order Date :- 11.4.2025
Swati
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