
SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  
 

MACMA.No .2 3 6 3  o f  2 0 1 3  

JUDGMENT:  

 

 

This appeal is preferred by the appellant , who is the claim ant  

before the Court  below, assailing the judgm ent  of the I I I  Addit ional 

Chief Judge, Hyderabad in OP.No.342 of 2005 dated 17.07.2007 on 

the ground that  the Court  below did not  award adequate com pensat ion. 

 

2. Heard both the counsel. 

 

3. Counsel for the appellant  contends that  the am ount  awarded by 

the Court  below is not  adequate.  

 

4. The Court  below took up the discussion on the aspect  of injur ies 

under issue No.2. Ex.A4, discharged card was considered and it  was 

observed that  it  did not  indicate any external and internal injur ies on 

the body of the claim ant . The fracture of r ight  tem poral bone was 

noted as diagnosed and Ex.A3, the MLC from  the Civil Hospital,  

Nandigam a, showed that  there is lacerated wound of r ight  tem poral 

bone and the adm ission card from  Gandhi Medical College, Hyderabad, 

is m arked as Ex.A5, which did not  indicate any injury. The Court  below 

also noted that  no concerned doctor was exam ined and the 

Com m issioner, appointed to record the evidence of the doctor, 

returned the warrant  on the ground that  there was no cooperat ion 

from  the claim ant .  

 

5. With all the above lapses, observed by the Court  below,  

the Court  below was gracious enough to award m ore than adequate 

com pensat ion. Rs.40,000/ -  was awarded towards head injury ( fracture)  
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part  from  awarding Rs.10,000/ -  towards pain and suffer ing, which is 

not  warranted, as, it  is only the consequent ial gr ievances of the injury 

that  would be com pensated, hence, it  can be taken that  Rs.50,000/ -  

was awarded towards head injury, which is m ore than adequate. 

Having observed that  the claim ant  did not  prove the m edical bills, the 

Court  below awarded Rs.10,000/ -  towards m edical expenses.  

I n spite of there being no evidence with regard to any disabilit y 

sustained by the claim ant , the Court  below awarded Rs.5,000/ -  

towards loss of am enit ies. So also with regard to the am ount  awarded 

towards nut r it ious food, t ransport  and assistance. There is absolutely 

no evidence let  in by the claim ant  with regard to the said head but  the 

Court  below took care of all the probable expenditure that  would be 

incurred by the claim ant . Hence, absolutely there does not  seem  to be 

any reason to interfere with the judgm ent  of the Court  below. 

 

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. 
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