
HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE G. SHYAM PRASAD  

M.A.C.M.A. No. 1228 of 2012 

JUDGMENT:  

This appea l is a rising  out of the order da ted  03.01.2011 in 

O.P.No.25 of 2009 on the file of the Motor Vehic le Ac c ident Cla ims 

Tribuna l-c um-IX Add itiona l Distric t and  Sessions Judge, Kamareddy. 

 

2. The appellant is the petitioner who filed  a  petition under 

Sec tion 166 of Motor Vehic les Ac t c la iming c ompensation of Rs.5 

lakhs and  the Tribuna l on c onsidera tion of the evidenc e, awarded  

c ompensa tion of R.1,54,000/ - under va rious heads like loss of ea rning 

Rs.18,000/ -, pa in and  suffering  Rs.60,000/ -, transporta tion c harges 

Rs.5,000/ -, extra  nourishment Rs.30,000/ -, damages to c lothes 

Rs.1,000/ -, shoc k and  agony Rs.40,000/ -. 

 

3. The grievanc e of the appellant is tha t the Tribuna l has not 

awarded  any amount under the head  of med ic a l expend iture and  

b ills.  It is submitted  tha t though the petitioner has c la imed  Rs.3 lakhs 

under the head  of med ic a l b ills, the tribuna l has not awarded  any 

amount, and  therefore, requested  for c onsidera tion of the med ic a l 

b ills.  The petitioner p lac ed  relianc e on the doc uments Exs:A-10 and  

A-12 to a  tune of Rs.3 lakhs. 

 

4. Inter a lia , the lea rned  c ounsel for the respondents submitted  

tha t the petitioner has not adduc ed  any evidenc e to p rove the 

med ic a l b ills of Rs.3 lakhs and  therefore, the Tribuna l has rightly 

rejec ted  the c la im of the petitioner.   
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5. It is pertinent to note tha t the appellant has rec eived  injuries in 

the motor vehic le ac c ident and  the Tribuna l on c onsidera tion of the 

evidenc e has awarded  c ompensa tion under va rious heads sta ted  

above.  It is obvious tha t the Tribuna l has not awarded  any amount 

towards med ic a l trea tment and  expend iture.  No doub t, the 

petitioner d id  not examine the med ic a l offic er to p rove the med ic a l 

b ills and  the trea tment undergone by the petitioner.   When the 

Tribuna l has c onsidered  tha t the petitioner has rec eived  injuries and  

he suffered  pa in due to the injuries, he suffered  loss of ea rnings and  

he requires extra  nourishment and  he suffered  shoc k and  agony, it 

should  have been granted  some amount towards med ic a l 

expend iture when he c la imed  Rs.3 lakhs.  The evidenc e on rec ord  

shows tha t the petitioner had  undergone trea tment as inpa tient for 

one month in a  p riva te hosp ita l.  Unfortuna tely, he c ould  not c a ll the 

med ic a l offic er to say about the trea tment undergone by him.  Ex.A-

9 is the d isc harge summary issued  by Shiva rama Hosp ita ls signed  by 

Dr. Chandrasekhar on beha lf of Shiva rama Hosp ita ls.  Ex.A-10 is the 

inpa tient b ill-rec eip t issued  by Shiva rama Hosp ita ls. Ex.A-10 shows 

the da te of admission as 20.11.2007 and  da te of d isc harge as 

19.12.2007.  An amount of Rs.2,24,700/ - was shown as pa id .  Ex.A-11 

is the c ertific a te issued  by Dr.B.Chandrasekhar Reddy of Sri Sa i 

Krishna  Hosp ita l.  The med ic a l offic er has issued  a  c ertific a te under 

Ex.A-11 whic h c lea rly shows tha t the injured  had  undergone an 

opera tion on 21.11.2008 and  he was d isc harged  on 01.12.2008 for 
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the injuries suffered  by him in the ac c ident.  Ex.A-12 is the another 

med ic a l b ill issued  by the same doc tor. 

 

6. Learned  c ounsel for the respondents submits tha t the 

c ertific a tes do not c onta in the name of the pa tient and  the Doc tor 

in the c olumns mentioned  therein in Exs:A-11 and  A-12  But, it is 

obvious tha t the name of the pa tient and  age is g iven and  the 

signa ture of the doc tor is there under the sea l of Orthopaed ic  

Surgeon of Sri Sa i Krishna  Hosp ita l.  No doubt, the petitioner d id  not 

examine any witness to p rove these doc uments.  But, however, 

when the respondents c la im tha t these a re not the genuine 

c ertific a tes, they should  have taken some steps tha t they a re fa lse 

c ertific a tes p roduc ed  by the petitioner and  in the absenc e of any 

evidenc e tha t they a re fa lse doc uments, it has to be c onsidered  

tha t the petitioner has taken some trea tment in those hosp ita ls.   

 

7. Sinc e the med ic a l offic ers a re not examined , a t least some 

amount towards med ic a l expend iture must have been borne by the 

petitioner for undergoing opera tion and  the trea tment in the 

hosp ita ls.  When the Tribuna l has believed  tha t he had  suffered  

injuries and  pa in and  underwent trea tment in the hosp ita l, there is 

no reason why they have rejec ted  to grant any amount under the 

head  of med ic a l expend iture and  trea tment.   

 

8. Under these c irc umstanc es, it is just and  reasonab le to award  

an amount of Rs.1,00,000/ - towards med ic a l b ills and  trea tment 

undergone by the petitioner and  for undergoing opera tion in the 
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hosp ita l for a  period  of one month as inpa tient inc lud ing a ttendant 

c harges. 

 

9. In the result, the appea l is pa rtly a llowed .  The c ompensa tion 

awarded  by the Tribuna l is enhanc ed  from Rs.1,54,000/ - to 

Rs.2,54,000/ - (Rupees two lakhs fifty four thousands only) with interest 

a t 7.5% per annum from the da te of the petition till rea liza tion with 

p roportiona te c osts.  The respondents a re d irec ted  to deposit the 

ba lanc e amount before the Tribuna l, within two months from the 

da te of this order.  On suc h deposit, the appellant is permitted  to 

withd raw the entire amount. 

. As a  sequel, misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing in this 

appea l sha ll stand  c losed .                                                  

     ____________________ 

                                                                                  G. SHYAM PRASAD, J 

Date:01.03.2017. 

c c m 
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