
 

THE HON' BLE SMT JUSTI CE T. RAJANI  

MACMA No .1 4 9  o f  2 0 0 8  

JUDGMENT:  

 

 

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

before the t r ibunal below, quest ioning the adequacy of the 

com pensat ion granted by the I I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Nizam abad 

in O.P.No.155 of 2005 dated 27.07.2007.  

 

2. The t r ibunal granted Rs.45,000/ -  towards injur ies, Rs.5,000/ -  

towards pain and suffer ing, Rs.5,000/ -  towards t reatm ent  expenditure, 

Rs.3,000/ -  towards t ransportat ion and Rs.2,000/ -  towards ext ra 

nourishm ent  totaling to Rs.60,000/ - .             

 

3. Counsel for the appellant  contends that  the t r ibunal ought  to 

have granted m ore am ount  towards injur ies as four of them  are 

fracture injur ies. 

 

4. This Court , considering that  the fractures are on the r ight  left  

fem ur and on r ight  hum erus/ hand and dislocat ions are on the r ight  

ankle joint  and r ight  shoulder j oint , enhances the com pensat ion under 

the head injur ies from  Rs.45,000/ -  to Rs.70,000/ - , in order to m eet  

the ends of just ice. The evidence shows that  the appellant  underwent  

t reatm ent  in Governm ent  hospital. However, since the appellant  

sustained injur ies on his leg, the pet it ioner would require 

t ransportat ion for the purpose of t raveling to and from  the hospital,  

hence, the com pensat ion under the head t ransportat ion is enhanced 

from  Rs.3,000/ -  to Rs.5,000/ - . The appellant  failed to file any m edical 

bills in proof of his m edical expenditure.  Though he took t reatm ent  in 
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the Governm ent  hospital, this Court  opines that  the appellant  would 

have incurred Rs.10,000/ -  towards m edical expenditure and other 

incidental expenditure. Hence, the com pensat ion under the head 

t reatm ent  expenditure is enhanced from  Rs.5,000/ -  to Rs.10,000/ - . 

Hence, in all,  the appellant  is ent it led to a total com pensat ion of 

Rs.70,000/ -  ( injur ies)  +  Rs.5,000/ -  (pain and suffer ing)  +  Rs.10,000/ -  

( t reatm ent  expenditure)  +  Rs.5,000/ -  ( t ransportat ion)  +  Rs.2,000/ -  

(ext ra nourishm ent )  =  Rs.92,000/ -  as against  Rs.60,000/ -  awarded by 

the t r ibunal. This Court  is not  inclined to interfere with the rate of 

interest  awarded by the t r ibunal as it  is on par with the rate of interest  

awarded by nat ionalized banks. This award shall relate back to the 

date of decree. 

 

The civil m iscellaneous appeal is allowed in part . As a sequel,  

the m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any, shall stand disposed of as 

infructuous. There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

__________ 

T. RAJANI , J 
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