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JUDGMENT:   

 

 

When this m at ter was called on 21.07.2017, there was no 

representat ion for both sides and hence, the m at ter was 

adjourned.  When the m at ter was again called on 05.06.2018, 

there was no representat ion for the appellant -applicant  and 

hence, the m at ter was directed to be listed today under the 

capt ion “For Orders” .  Today also, there is no representat ion for 

both sides.  This appeal is of the year 2003.  Am ple opportunity 

was given to both the part ies to put - forth their  subm issions.  

Since they did not  turn up, this appeal can be disposed of on 

m erits without  wait ing for their  respect ive counsel to advance 

argum ents. 

 

2 . Aggrieved by the grant  of com pensat ion of Rs.1,33,056/ -

as against  a claim  of Rs.2,00,000/ -  by the Com m issioner for 

Workm ens’ Com pensat ion and Assistant  Com m issioner of 

Labour, Nizam abad, vide order, dated 22.06.2002, passed in 

W.C.No.132/ 2001 NF, the applicant  preferred this appeal under 

Sect ion 30 of the Workm ens’ Com pensat ion Act , 1923, seeking 

enhancem ent  of com pensat ion. 

 

3 . I n the grounds of appeal, the appellant -applicant  

contended that  he suffered 100%  funct ional disabilit y in the 

m otor accident  that  occurred on 02.11.1999.  The Learned 

Assistant  Com m issioner of Labour had not  granted com pensat ion 

in accordance with the rulings of the Apex Court  and failed to 
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appreciate the evidence in proper perspect ive and ult im ately 

prayed to grant  com pensat ion as prayed for with interest  at  the 

rate of 12%  per annum  from  the date of pet it ion t ill date of 

deposit .   

 

4 . As per the evidence on record, the learned Assistant  

Com m issioner of Labour, having gone through the m edical 

record and oral evidence, had taken the m onthly wage of the 

appellant -applicant  as Rs.1,800/ - , age as 20 years, disabilit y as 

55%  and by applying the relevant  age factor 224, granted a 

total com pensat ion of Rs.1,33,056/ - .  The assessm ent  and 

calculat ion of the com pensat ion by the learned Assistant  

Com m issioner of Labour is based on the regulat ions governing at  

that  t im e and as such, there is no infirm ity in the sam e.  

However, the learned Assistant  Com m issioner of Labour did not  

award interest  on the am ount  granted as com pensat ion.  As 

seen from  the record, the appellant -applicant  was em ployed 

under respondent  No.1 (owner of the Jeep bearing regist rat ion 

No.AP-25-T-20)  as cleaner. Hence, this Court  deem s it  

appropriate to award interest  at  the rate of 12%  on the am ount  

granted as com pensat ion (Rs.1,33,056/ - )  from  the date of 

applicat ion t ill date of deposit . 

 

5 . Accordingly, this appeal is allowed in part  m odifying the 

order, dated 22.06.2002, passed by the Com m issioner for 

Workm ens’ Com pensat ion and Assistant  Com m issioner of 

Labour, Nizam abad, only to the extent  of awarding interest  at  

the rate of 12%  per annum  on the am ount  granted as 
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com pensat ion (Rs.1,33,056/ - )  from  the date of applicat ion t ill 

date of deposit .  The other term s of the Order under challenge 

rem ain unaltered.  On deposit  of the com pensat ion, the 

appellant -applicant  is perm it ted to withdraw the ent ire am ount  

with interest . 

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

No order as to costs. 

 

                                                ______________________ 

              Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

12 th June, 2018 
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