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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 29.09.2005 in M.V.O.P.No.120 of 

2004 on the file of the Motor Accident  Claim s Tribunal-cum -  

I I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judge, Nalgonda ( for short  ‘the Tribunal’) .  

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

representat ion for both sides.  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. The appeal is filed contending that  the Tribunal 

granted m eagre com pensat ion. The appellant  suffered gr ievous 

and m ult iple injur ies.  There was also loss of eye vision. Hence, 

the appellant  prayed to allow the appeal to enhance the 

com pensat ion. 

4. There is no dispute with regard to the appellant  

suffer ing injur ies in a road accident  caused by auto bearing 

No.AP-24-U-2383 driven by its driver in a rash and negligent  

m anner on 23.11.2001.  The only dispute is with regard to 

quantum  of com pensat ion. 

5. The Tribunal while dealing with the claim  pet it ion, 

relied on oral and docum entary evidence and granted 

com pensat ion of Rs.10,000/ -  to the appellant -claim ant .  As per 

Ex.A3-m edical cert ificate, the appellant  suffered sim ple injur ies. 

The Tribunal disbelieved Ex.A8-m edical bills to a tune of 
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Rs.34,000/ - .  P.W.2-doctor was exam ined to prove the two 

injur ies suffered by the appellant . Spending an am ount  of 

Rs.34,000/ -  towards m edical bills is doubt ful.   The Tribunal 

granted com pensat ion of Rs.2,000/ -  towards pain and suffer ing, 

Rs.5,000/ -  towards m edical bills, Rs.3,000/ -  towards loss of 

incom e.  I n total, the Tribunal granted Rs.10,000/ -  towards 

com pensat ion. 

6. Since there is no record to show the disabilit y, etc., 

as contended by the appellant , there is just ificat ion in grant ing 

com pensat ion of Rs.10,000/ -  with interest  @ 9%  per annum  to 

the appellant .  There is no infirm ity in the order under challenge. 

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

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

No costs. 

                                              ______________________ 

             Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 
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