
HONOURABLE Dr. JUSTICE SHAMEER AKTHER 

M.A.C.M.A.No.555 OF 2006 

JUDGMENT : 

 This appea l is filed  by the appellant-United  Ind ia  Insuranc e 

Company aggrieved  by the order/ award  in M.V.O.P.No.108 of 1998 on 

the file of Motor Ac c idents Cla ims Tribuna l–c um-I Add itiona l Distric t Judge, 

Ongole (for short, ’Tribuna l’ ) award ing c ompensa tion of Rs.4,00,000/ -. 

 When the matter was c a lled  on 23.11.2016, the lea rned  c ounsel for 

the appellant absent and  there is no rep resenta tion.  Henc e, the matter 

was posted  to 25.11.2016 under the c ap tion “ for d ismissa l.”   Aga in, the 

matter is c a lled  today and  there is no representa tion.  Therefore, this Court 

is of the op inion to d ispose of the appea l on merits. 

There is rec ord  to show tha t the first c la imant sa id  to have suffered  

grievous injuries in a  motor ac c ident while returning  from Sabarima la  in a  

jeep  bearing  No.TN.07-D-1980 on 17.12.1997 and  the jeep  was c omp letely 

damaged .   

 To substantia te his c la im, the injured  c la imant examined  one witness 

as PW-1 and  got marked  Exs:A-1 to A-7 and  on beha lf of the respondents, 

Ex.B-1 c opy of the polic y of the United  Ind ia  Insuranc e Company Limited  

was marked .  Perusa l of the evidenc e of PW-1 and  the sa id  doc uments 

revea ls tha t the jeep  bearing  No.TN.07-D-1980 is va lid ly insured  with the 

appellant-respondent and  the injured  c la imant suffered  injuries as 

exhib ited  in Ex.A-3.  The c rimina l rec ord  revea ls neg ligenc e on the pa rt of 

the d river of the jeep  bearing  No.TN.07-D-1980 a t the time of the 

ac c ident.  The Tribuna l while determining  the issues regard ing neg ligenc e 

and  insuranc e c ame to the c onc lusion tha t there was neg ligenc e on the 

pa rt of the d river of the jeep  and  there was va lid  insuranc e under Ex.B-1.  

The Tribuna l a fter examining the injuries suffered  by the c la imant and  the 

doc uments marked , awarded  a  c ompensa tion of Rs.4,00,000/ -.  The 
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Tribuna l has g iven elabora te reasons to tag  the liab ility on the appellant- 

insuranc e c ompany.  Further, the find ings a re supported  by the evidenc e 

of PW-1 and  doc umenta ry evidenc e p roduc ed  before the Tribuna l.  

Henc e, there is nothing  to take a  d ifferent view.  Under these 

c irc umstanc es, the appea l is liab le to be d ismissed . 

In the result, the appea l is d ismissed . There sha ll be no order as to 

c osts. 

 Misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing in this appea l, sha ll stand  

c losed . 

_______________________ 

               Dr. SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:20-01-2017 

CCM 
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