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JUDGMENT:   

This appeal is filed under Sect ion 173 of the Motor Vehicles Act , 

1988 ( for short , ‘the Act ’) , by the appellant -claim ant  aggrieved by the 

order dated 20.06.2005 in M.V.O.P.No.833 of 2001 on the file of  

the Motor Accident  Claim s Tribunal-cum - I I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, 

East  Godavari, Rajahm undry ( for short  ‘the Tribunal’) . 

2. Heard the learned Standing Counsel for the respondent -

I nsurance Com pany and perused the record.   

3. Though the m at ter is posted ‘for orders’, there is no 

representat ion for the appellant -claim ant .  The claim  against  

respondent  No.1 was dism issed for default  on 05.01.2012.  This appeal 

is of the year 2005.  I t  underwent  several adjournm ents.  Hence, this 

appeal can be disposed of on m erits basing on the m aterial available 

on record. 

3. Learned Standing Counsel for the respondent - I nsurance 

Com pany would contend that  the Tribunal just ified in grant ing the 

com pensat ion of Rs.8,000/ -  with interest  for the injur ies suffered by 

the appellant  in a m otor accident .  There are no circum stances to 

enhance the com pensat ion and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the 

appeal. 

 

4. As seen from  the grounds of appeal, this appeal is filed 

contending that  the finding of the Tribunal is cont rary to the facts and 

law.  The Tribunal granted only a com pensat ion of Rs.8,000/ -  for the 
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fracture injury.  There is also wound cert ificate to show the fracture 

injury and prayed to enhance the com pensat ion.   

5. Under these circum stances, the point  that  ar ises for 

determ inat ion is, whether the appellant -claim ant  is ent it led for 

enhancem ent  of com pensat ion? 

6. As per the evidence on record, the appellant -claim ant  

suffered injur ies due to the rash and negligent  dr iving of the dr iver of 

Bajaj  Chetak scooter bearing No.AP 5 N 9818.  Rider of the scooter 

was prosecuted for the offences punishable under Sect ions 338 and 

201 I PC.  There is also evidence to show that  the appellant  suffered 

fracture to his left  leg.  I n view of the sam e, grant ing com pensat ion of 

Rs.8,000/ -  by the Tribunal is on lower side and the sam e is enhanced 

to Rs.15,000/ -  under all heads. 

7. I n the result , the appeal is part ly allowed m odifying the 

order, dated 20.06.2005, passed by the Tribunal in M.V.O.P.No.833 of 

2001 enhancing the com pensat ion from Rs.8,000/ -  to Rs.15,000/ -  with 

interest  @ 7.5%  per annum  on the enhanced com pensat ion from  the 

date of  pet it ion t ill the date of deposit .   On such deposit , the appellant  

is perm it ted to withdraw the ent ire am ount  along with interest  accrued 

thereon. 

The Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending shall stand closed.   

No costs. 

                   ______________________ 
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