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The Motor Vehicles Act of 1988 functions as a critical piece of beneficial legislation, designed to provide immediate financial

succor to the dependents of victims of fatal road accidents. A recurrent and sensitive legal question that arises in this domain is

whether the subsequent remarriage of a widow extinguishes or severely curtails her statutory right to claim compensation for the

demise of her first husband. The High Court of Telangana recently engaged with this profound legal intersection of statutory

rights and social rehabilitation in the case of M.A.C.M.A. No. 2946 of 2009, decided by Justice M.G. Priyadarsini. The judgment

eloquently elucidates the legal standing of a remarried widow, balancing her vested right to compensation against the competing

claims of the deceased’s mother.

The factual matrix originating this legal dispute revolves around a tragic motor vehicle accident that transpired on March 7, 2000.

The deceased, Nagaraju, was in the process of opening the lock of his commercial establishment, M/s. Venkateswara Agencies,

located in Armoor. At that moment, a van bearing registration number AP 25 T 4816, driven in a notably rash and negligent

manner, violently dashed into him. As a direct consequence of the collision, Nagaraju sustained grievous crush injuries to his

head and succumbed to them on the spot.

The untimely death of Nagaraju triggered the filing of two separate claim petitions under Section 166 of the Motor Vehicles Act.

The mother of the deceased instituted O.P. No. 677 of 2000, claiming a compensation of fifteen lakhs and conspicuously

arraying the widow of the deceased as a respondent, primarily because the widow had subsequently remarried. Concurrently,

the widow filed her own petition, initially registered as O.P. No. 272 of 2000 in Adilabad and later transferred and renumbered as

O.P. No. 45 of 2002, claiming a compensation of sixteen lakhs.

The Chairman of the Motor Accident Claims Tribunal (MACT) and First Additional District Judge, Nizamabad, tried both petitions

comprehensively. While the owner of the offending van remained ex-parte, the insurance company contested the claims by

challenging the accident details and the validity of the driver’s license. Relying firmly on corroborative police and medical records,

including the First Information Report, charge sheet, and post-mortem examination report, the Tribunal concluded that the

accident was exclusively the result of the van driver’s actionable negligence.

On October 19, 2006, the Tribunal pronounced a common judgment resolving both petitions. The MACT awarded a sum of four

lakhs twenty thousand to the mother of the deceased. Simultaneously, it awarded two lakhs to the widow. The Tribunal’s

calculation for the widow’s compensation was meticulously calibrated to account for her changed marital status. It awarded

?52,070 for loss of contribution and dependency, strictly limiting this calculation to the eleven-month period prior to her

remarriage. The remainder of her award comprised non-pecuniary damages, including ?5,000 for loss of consortium, ?42,930 for

loss of love and affection, and ?1,00,000 for mental agony.

Aggrieved solely by the quantum awarded to her former daughter-in-law, the mother of the deceased filed the present appeal

before the High Court, seeking the absolute dismissal of the widow’s claim petition. The appellant vehemently contended that

because the widow had remarried within a mere ten months of Nagaraju’s demise and had subsequently borne a child, she had

forfeited her entitlement to the two-lakh rupee award. Furthermore, the appellant alleged that a private settlement had been

executed on December 5, 2000, under which the widow had ostensibly received jewellery and substantial cash in a full and final

settlement. The insurance company and the widow, conversely, stood by the Tribunal’s balanced adjudication.

The High Court was thus tasked with determining two primary issues: whether a widow is legally deprived of her right to motor

accident compensation upon remarriage, and whether the MACT’s specific monetary award to the remarried widow was legally

sustainable. In addressing these issues, the Court relied upon established jurisprudential precedents, notably the Bombay High

Court’s decision in Iffco Tokio General Insurance Company v. Bhagyashri Gaikwad and the Supreme Court’s authoritative ruling

in Bridget Irene v. Dincy Devassy. These precedents unequivocally establish that a widow’s right to claim compensation accrues

instantaneously upon the death of her husband.

The judgement emphases that subsequent remarriage does not act as a retrospective statutory bar to a previously vested right.

The Court observed that the widow was of a tender age of twenty at the time of the fatal accident. Mandating a young woman to

remain perpetually unmarried merely to secure financial compensation would be regressive and entirely antithetical to the

progressive ethos of a civilized society, which ought to encourage the rehabilitation of young widows.

Furthermore, the High Court found the MACT’s financial calculation to be legally flawless. The Tribunal had judiciously

acknowledged the remarriage by abruptly terminating the calculation for loss of dependency at the exact juncture of the second

marriage. The remaining compensation was awarded exclusively for the severe mental agony and loss of consortium suffered

immediately following the sudden death of her first husband. Regarding the mother’s forceful allegations of a prior financial
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settlement, the Court swiftly discarded the contention, noting a complete absence of any evidentiary documentation presented

before either the Tribunal or the High Court to substantiate the existence of such an agreement.

In its final decision, the Telangana High Court found absolutely no merit or legal justification in the mother’s appeal to strip the

widow of her rightful compensation. The Court unequivocally upheld the well-reasoned common judgment of the Motor Accident

Claims Tribunal. Consequently, the appeal was dismissed without any order as to costs, thereby preserving the two-lakh rupee

compensation awarded to the widow and reinforcing the compassionate, rehabilitative philosophy underlying the Motor Vehicles

Act.
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