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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 - I nsurance 

Com pany aggrieved by the order dated 16.04.2002 in 

O.P.No.143 of 2000 on the file of the Motor Accident  Claim s 

Tribunal-cum - I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Ranga Reddy Dist r ict  at  

L.B. Nagar, Hyderabad. 

2. Heard the learned counsel for the respondents-

claim ants and perused the record.   

3. This m at ter underwent  several adjournm ents for 

want  of subm issions on behalf of the appellant .  Today also, 

there is no representat ion for the appellant  though the m at ter is 

posted under the capt ion ‘for orders’.  Hence, it  can be disposed 

of on m erits. 

4. Learned counsel for the respondent -claim ant  would 

contend that  the Tribunal had r ight ly fastened the liabilit y 

against  the appellant - I nsurance Com pany.  There is no infirm ity 

in the im pugned order.  The Tribunal granted just  and 

reasonable com pensat ion.  There are no circum stances to 

interfere with the sam e and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the 

appeal. 

5. This appeal is filed contending that  the deceased was 

a gratuitous passenger in the goods vehicle.  The Tribunal 

granted excess com pensat ion and ult im ately prayed to set  aside 
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the im pugned order passed against  the appellant - I nsurance 

Com pany.  

5. I n view of the facts and circum stances of the case, 

the points that  ar ise for determ inat ion are: -  

1. Whether the grant  of com pensat ion of Rs.3,21,960/ -     

    with interest  @ 9%  per annum  is liable to be reduced? 

2. Whether the im pugned order passed against  the  

    appellant - I nsurance Com pany is liable to be set  aside? 

 

6. I n view of the oral and docum entary evidence, on 

27.08.1999, when the deceased-Vangala Madhusudhan Reddy 

was t ravelling in a Bajaj  pick up van bearing No.AP 24U 1519, he 

succum bed to the injur ies sustained by him  in a road accident  

occurred due to rash and negligent  dr iving of the dr iver of the 

said van.  There is nothing to take a different  view.  Claim ant  

No.1-wife and claim ant  No.2-son are the dependents of the 

deceased.  Basing on the oral and docum entary evidence, the 

Tribunal took the age of the deceased as 40 years, applied 

relevant  m ult iplier and assessed the com pensat ion at  

Rs.3,06,960/ -  towards loss of dependency. The Tribunal also 

granted Rs.15,000/ -  towards loss of consort ium .  I n total, the 

Tribunal granted com pensat ion of Rs.3,21,960/ -  to the 

claim ants, which cannot  be faulted with.  The only point  is 

whether the order passed against  the appellant - I nsurance 

Com pany is liable to be set  aside. 

7. As per the evidence on record, on 27.08.1999, when 

the deceased was t ravelling in Bajaj  pick up van bearing No.AP 

24U 1519 along with guava fruits as its owner, the dr iver of the 
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said van drove the van in a rash and negligent  m anner, due to 

which the deceased died.  There is adm ission of R.W.1 that  the 

offending vehicle is a goods carrying vehicle and the deceased 

was carrying goods along with him  at  the t im e of accident .  

Ex.B1 is the copy of insurance policy issued by the appellant -

I nsurance com pany. There is also specific evidence of R.W.1 that  

there were goods in the vehicle and the owner of the said goods 

was sit t ing by the side of the dr iver.  A clear finding is recorded 

by the Tribunal i.e., the deceased was the owner of the goods in 

the offending vehicle.  The Tribunal r ight ly directed the appellant  

as well as the owner of the offending vehicle to pay the 

com pensat ion joint ly and severally to the claim ants.  There is no 

infirm ity in the im pugned order.  There is nothing to take a 

different  view.  The appeal is devoid of m erit  and is liable to the 

dism issed. 

8. I n the result , the appeal is dism issed. 

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

closed.   There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

                    

______________________ 

                             Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  17.07.2018 
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