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JUDGMENT:   

 

 

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

1988 ( ‘the Act ’,  for brevity)  is filed by the appellants-claim ants, 

challenging the order, dated 18.07.2005, passed in O.P.No.312 of 

2003 by the Chairm an, Motor Accident  Claim s Tribunal-cum - I  

Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Vizianagaram , whereby, their  claim  

pet it ion for grant  of com pensat ion of Rs.1,00,000/ -  for the death of 

deceased-K.Veerayya, was dism issed. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for the appellants-claim ants.  I n 

spite of service of not ice on the respondents 1 and 2/ RTC, there is 

no representat ion on their  behalf.  This appeal is of the year 2005.  

Hence, this appeal can be disposed of basing on the m aterial 

available on record, without  wait ing for the learned Standing 

Counsel for RTC to advance argum ents. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for appellants-claim ants would contend 

that  the deceased-K.Veerayya suffered gr ievous injur ies in the 

m otor accident  occurred on 08.07.2002.  An O.P. was filed before 

the Tribunal claim ing a com pensat ion of Rs.1,00,000/ - .  During the 

pendency of the im pugned O.P., the deceased succum bed to the 

injur ies.  The appellants-claim ants, who are the wife and daughters 

of the deceased K.Veerayya, got  impleaded in the O.P.  There is 

record to believe that  the deceased succum bed to the injur ies 

suffered by him  in the subject  accident .  There is oral and 

docum entary evidence to substant iate the sam e.  The Tribunal 

discarded the evidence on record and did not  grant  any 
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com pensat ion.  Dism issal of the claim  pet it ion by the Tribunal is 

erroneous and ult im ately prayed to grant  com pensat ion as claim ed. 

 

4 . I n view of the above subm issions, the only point  that  ar ises 

for considerat ion in this appeal is whether the Tribunal is just ified 

in dism issing the claim  pet it ion filed by the appellants-claim ants by 

way of im pugned order. 

 

5 . Except  the oral evidence of P.W.1 (wife of the deceased) , 

there is no other oral evidence on behalf of the appellants-

claim ants.  Through her evidence, Ex.A.1-True copy of FI R in Crim e 

No.36/ 02 of Ram abhadrapuram  Police Stat ion, Ex.A.2-True copy of 

Wound Cert ificate, Ex.A.3-True copy of MVI  Report , Ex.A.4-Death 

Cert ificate of the deceased, Ex.A.5-True copy of charge-sheet  and 

Ex.A.6-O.P. Chit  were m arked.  The Tribunal, while determ ining the 

issues fram ed by it ,  held that  the deceased suffered two grievous 

injur ies on 08.07.2002 in the subject  accident , due to rash and 

negligent  dr iving of the dr iver of the RTC bus bearing regist rat ion 

No.AP-10-Z-4606.  The Tribunal further held that  the death of the 

deceased was not  due to the accidental injur ies and that  there is 

no nexus between the injur ies sustained in the subject  accident  

and the death of the deceased and ult im ately dism issed the claim  

pet it ion.  Ex.A.2-Wound Cert ificate reveals that  the deceased 

suffered contusion on the left  foot  and a lacerated injury on the left  

m iddle toe.  These two injur ies are sim ple in nature.  Moreover, the 

injur ies were not  on the vital organs of the body.  Generally, these 

injur ies would not  be sufficient  to cause death.  When the injur ies 

are of such nature, there would not  be m uch m edical expenses and 

other related expenses.  As per the record, the deceased died on 
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19.01.2003, which has no nexus with the injur ies surfed by him  in 

the subject  accident .  The Tribunal r ight ly held the sam e.  When 

there is no record to show the m edical expenses and other 

consequent ial expenses incurred by the deceased for the injur ies 

suffered by him  in the subject  accident , the Tribunal just ified in 

dism issing the claim  pet it ion of the appellants-claim ants.  I n the 

circum stances of the case, it  is not  proper to take a different  view 

and accept  the content ions m ade on behalf of the appellants-

claim ants.  The appeal is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be 

dism issed. 

 

6 . I n the result , the appeal is dism issed confirm ing the order, 

dated 18.07.2005, passed in O.P.No.312 of 2003 by the Chairm an, 

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

Vizianagaram .  No costs.      

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

 

 

 

                                                ____________________ 
              Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

07 th August , 2018 
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