
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE GUDI SEVA SHYAM PRASAD 

M.A.C.M.A.No .5 4  o f  2 0 0 6  

JUDGMENT:  

This appeal is ar ising out  of the Order and Decree 

dated 13.08.2004 in O.P.No.1596 of 2001 on the file of 

Motor Accident  Claim s Tribunal-cum-V Addit ional Chief 

Judge, City Civil Court , Hyderabad.  

2. The appellant  is the pet it ioner filed the claim  pet it ion 

under Sect ion 166 of the Motor Vehicles Act  claim ing 

com pensat ion of Rs.1,00,000/ -  on account  of the injur ies 

sustained by him  in the m otor vehicle accident . 

3. Brief facts of the case are that  on 04-04-2001 at  

about  3.00 P.M while the pet it ioner was going on his cycle, 

a lorry bearing No.APO 2948 driven by its dr iver in a rash 

and negligent  m anner dashed against  the pet it ioner near 

Yousuflan Colony, Baba Nagar, Hyderabad, as a result  of 

which, he sustained injur ies in the said accident . The 

pet it ioner had m ade a claim  for Rs.1,00,000/ -  against  the 

first  respondent , who is the owner of the vehicle and 

second respondent - I nsurance Com pany. 

4. The Tribunal, on considerat ion of the evidence 

available on record, awarded com pensat ion of Rs.6,500/ -  

with proport ionate costs and interest  at  9%  per annum 

from  the date of pet it ion t ill date of realisat ion.  Aggrieved 
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by the quantum  of com pensat ion, the pet it ioner filed this 

appeal for enhancem ent  of com pensat ion. 

5. Heard argum ents of Sri C.Buchi Reddy, learned 

counsel for the appellant / pet it ioner and Sri Naresh 

Byrapaneni, learned Standing Counsel for the second 

respondent -United I ndia I nsurance Com pany Lim ited. The 

case against  first  respondent  is dism issed, vide court  order 

dated 24-03-2017. Perused the m aterial evidence available 

on record. 

6. On behalf of the pet it ioner Pws.1 to 3 were exam ined 

and m arked Exs.A-1 to A-5 and on behalf of the 

respondents no one was exam ined but  Ex.B-1 CC of policy 

was m arked. 

7. The point  for considerat ion in this appeal is – 

W h et h er  t h e ap p el lan t - cla im an t  is en t i t led  t o  

en h an cem en t  o f  com p en sat ion ?  

8. Learned counsel for the appellant -pet it ioner 

contended that  the Tribunal erred in grant ing m eager 

am ount  of com pensat ion of Rs.6,500/ -  as against  the claim  

for Rs.1,00,000/ - .  Further, it  is contended that  the 

pet it ioner has suffered three injur ies and he had undergone 

t reatm ent  for about  11 days in the hospital and incurred 

huge m edical expenditure. But , the Tribunal without  

considering these aspects has awarded only meager 
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am ount  of Rs.6,500/ - . Therefore, the learned counsel for 

the appellant / pet it ioner prays to enhance the compensat ion 

amount . 

9. Learned counsel for second respondent  subm it ted that  

the Tribunal after taking into considerat ion of evidence and 

other m aterial available on record has granted reasonable 

com pensat ion. 

10. Father of the pet it ioner was exam ined as PW.1. PW.2 

is the pet it ioner and PW.3 is the Doctor who t reated the 

pet it ioner. There is no dispute with regard to the facts of 

the case and with regard to liabilit y of the insurer. Since 

this appeal has been preferred by the appellant / pet it ioner 

for enhancement  of compensat ion, the only point  to be 

considered in this appeal is whether the Tribunal awarded 

adequate com pensat ion to the appellant -pet it ioner. Ex.A-3 

is the CC of m edico legal record, Ex.A-4 is discharge t icket  

of Osm ania General Hospital. PW.3 is the Medical Officer 

at tached to the Osm ania General Hospital. According to his 

evidence, appellant  received lacerated injury on his r ight  

leg and back of thigh and they are sim ple in nature. Ex.A-4 

is the discharge cert ificate, which shows that  he had taken 

t reatm ent  as an inpat ient  in Osm ania General Hospital from  

04-04-2001 to 14-04-2001.  The Tribunal on considerat ion 

of the evidence available on record has awarded 
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com pensat ion of Rs.5,000/ -  towards for pain and suffer ing, 

Rs.1000/ -  for ext ra nourishm ent  and Rs.500/ -  for 

t ransportat ion.  I n total, granted an am ount  of Rs.6,500/ -  

on considering the nature of injur ies suffered by the 

appellant . I t  is pert inent  to note that  though the injuries 

suffered by the appellant  are simple in nature, the Tribunal 

ought  to have awarded som e m ore com pensat ion in this 

m at ter. Therefore, on considerat ion of the evidence on 

record, ends of just ice would be m et  if a few com pensat ion 

is granted to the appellant .  

11. Therefore, keeping in view the rat io laid down by the 

Hon’ble Suprem e Court  in the case of Resh m a Ku m ar i  v . 

Mad an  Moh an 1 ,  and Nag ap p a v . Gu r u d ay al  Sin g h 2 ,  the 

appellant  is ent it led to a just  and reasonable compensat ion, 

as shown in the tabular form at . 

Head  Com p en sat ion  

aw ar d ed  b y  

t h e Tr ib u n al  

Com p en sat ion  

en h an ced  

Pain & Suffer ing  Rs.5,000/ -  Rs.15,000/ -  

Ext ra 

nourishm ent  

Rs.1,000/ -  Rs. 5,000/ -  

Transportat ion Rs.500/ -  Rs.2,000/ -  

To t a l  Rs.6 ,5 0 0 / -  Rs.2 2 ,0 0 0  

 

                                           
1 2013 ACJ 1253 =  (2009)  13 SCC 422 

2 AI R 2003 SC 674 
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12. I n the result , the appeal is allowed, by m odifying the 

award passed by the Tribunal, enhancing the com pensat ion 

from  Rs.6,500/ -  to Rs.22,000/ -  with proport ionate costs 

and interest  at  9%  per annum  from  the date of pet it ion t ill 

realizat ion.  Respondents are directed to deposit  the 

enhanced am ount  within two m onths from  the date of 

receipt  of a copy of this judgm ent  and on such deposit  the 

appellant  is ent it led to withdraw the sam e without  

furnishing any security. No costs.  Miscellaneous pet it ions, if 

any pending shall stand closed. 

__________________________ 

GUDI SEVA SHYAM PRASAD, J 

Date:  08-09-2017 

TSNR 


