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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 appellant -claim ant , 

seeking enhancem ent  of com pensat ion of Rs.10,000/ - , as 

against  a claim  of Rs.1,00,000/ -  granted by the Chairm an, Motor 

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

Kadapa ( ‘the Tribunal’ for brevity) , vide order, dated 

14.08.2007, passed in M.V.O.P.No.306 of 2003, and to fasten 

the liabilit y against  the respondents 2 to 4 in paym ent  of 

com pensat ion to him . 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for appellant -claim ant , the 

learned counsel for the respondent  No.4 and perused the record.  

Appeal against  respondent  No.1 was dism issed for default  on 

12.07.2016.  Though served with not ice, none appears for 

respondent  Nos.2 and 3. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the appellant -claim ant  would 

subm it  that  the Tribunal erred in dism issing the claim  against  

respondents 2 to 4 and direct ing the 1st respondent -owner of the 

Tata Sum o bearing regist rat ion No.AP-03-D6999 only to pay 

com pensat ion to the appellant -claim ant .  Since the subject  

accident  occurred due to collision between two vehicles, the 

dr ivers of both the vehicles and the insurance com panies with 

which the vehicles were insured, are joint ly and severally liable 

to pay com pensat ion to the appellant -claim ant ;  that  the 
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com pensat ion granted by the Tribunal is m eagre and ult im ately 

prayed to allow the appeal as prayed for. 

 

4 . On the other hand, the learned counsel for the respondent  

No.4 would contend that  the Tribunal r ight ly recorded a finding 

that  the 1st respondent-owner of the Tata Sum o bearing 

regist rat ion No.AP-03-D6999 is only liable to pay com pensat ion 

to the appellant -claim ant  and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the 

appeal. 

 

5 . Adm it tedly, there is involvem ent  of two vehicles, i.e., Tata 

Sum o bearing regist rat ion No.AP-03-D-6999 and Jeep bearing 

regist rat ion No.AP-04-U-2494 in the subject  accident .  The 

Tribunal, while passing the im pugned order, did not  record a 

specific finding as to why the liabilit y was fastened against  the 

1st respondent -M.Abdul Rahim , owner of the Tata Sum o bearing 

regist rat ion No.AP-03-D-6999 only and the claim  against  the rest  

of the ( respondents 2 to 4)  was dism issed.  The subject  finding 

tagging liabilit y against  R.1-M.Abdul Rahim , owner of the Tata 

Sum o bearing regist rat ion No.AP-03-D-6999 is not  supported by 

reasons and clear findings.  I n view of the sam e, the im pugned 

order is liable to be set  aside.  

 

6 . Accordingly, the order, dated 14.08.2007, passed in 

M.V.O.P.No.305 of 2003 by the Tribunal, is set  aside.  The 

m at ter is rem it ted back to the Tribunal to dispose of 

M.V.O.P.No.306 of 2003 afresh, in accordance with law, 

recording a specific finding as indicated supra, after affording 

reasonable opportunity to both the part ies to adduce oral and 
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docum entary evidence, if any.  The Tribunal shall com plete the 

said exercise as expedit iously as possible, preferably within a 

period of six (06)  m onths from  the date of receipt  of a copy of 

this order. 

 

7 . The appeal is disposed of accordingly.   No costs. 

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

   
 

                                                ____________________ 
              Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

02nd July, 2018 
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