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JUDGMENT:   

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

who is the second respondent  before the Court  below, assailing the 

judgm ent  of the Dist r ict  Judge, Nellore in OP.No.121 of 2006 dated 

23.10.2007 on the ground that  the negligence aspect  was not  properly 

appreciated by the Court  below and the evidence of R.W.2 was not  

considered. 

 

2. Heard both sides. 

 

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

consider ing R.W.2 as interested witness, the Court  below observed 

that  there is no other m aterial on record. As against  the self-serving 

evidence of R.W.2, the evidence of independent  witness, who is P.W.3, 

who is stated to be an eye-witness was considered. The fact  that  the 

charge sheet  was laid against  the dr iver of the cr im e vehicle also 

suggests that  the accident  occurred due to the negligence of the dr iver  

of the cr im e vehicle. Hence, there is absolutely no reason to differ with 

the observat ions and the findings of the Court  below. 

 

I n view of the above, the civil m iscellaneous appeal is 

dism issed. As a sequel, the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any pending, 

shall stand closed. There shall be no order as to costs. 
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