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JUDGMENT:   

 

 

Aggrieved by the grant  of com pensat ion of Rs.71,000/ -  as 

against  a claim  of Rs.1,25,000/ -  by the Chairm an, Motor 

Accident  Claim s Tribunal-cum -V Addit ional Chief Judge, City Civil 

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

11.04.2005, passed in O.P.No.2002 of 2003, the claim ants 

preferred this appeal under Sect ion 173 of the Motor Vehicles 

Act , 1988 ( ‘the Act ’, for brevity)  seeking enhancem ent  of 

com pensat ion. 

 

2 . Heard the learned counsel for appellants-claim ants, 

learned Standing Counsel for United I ndia I nsurance Com pany 

Lim ited represent ing the 2nd respondent  and perused the record.  

 

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

subm it  that  the deceased-Baby Vasantha was a baby gir l aged 

1½  years as on the date of accident .  The com pensat ion granted 

by the Tribunal is not  just  and reasonable in the facts and 

circum stances of the case and ult im ately prayed to enhance the 

com pensat ion to Rs.1,25,000/ -  as claim ed. 

 

4 . On the other hand, the learned Standing Counsel for the 

2nd respondent - I nsurance Com pany would subm it  that  the 

Tribunal had taken all the factors into considerat ion and granted 

just  and reasonable am ount  as com pensat ion.  There are no 
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circum stances to vary the sam e and ult im ately prayed to dism iss 

the appeal. 

 

5 . I t  is not  in dispute that  the deceased-Vasantha, who was 

aged 1½  years as on the date of accident , died in an accident  

that  occurred on 12.07.2003 due to the rash and negligent  

dr iving of the dr iver of the Tata Sum o bearing regist rat ion 

No.AP-03-F-1569.  So, the only dispute is with regard to the 

assessm ent  and grant  of com pensat ion to the appellants-

claim ants. 

 

6 . Adm it tedly the deceased was a 1½  old baby gir l as on the 

date of the accident  and she succum bed to the injur ies on the 

spot .  Had the deceased been alive, she would have definitely 

supported her parents.  Sudden death of the deceased would 

certainly cause grief, sorrow and irreparable dam age to the 

claim ants.  Hum an life cannot  be gauged in term s of m onetary 

com pensat ion.  The appellants-claim ants are claim ing only 

Rs.1,25,000/ -  towards com pensat ion.  I f the relevant  factors are 

taken into considerat ion in assessing and calculat ing the 

com pensat ion payable to the appellants-claim ants, certainly the 

appellants-claim ants are ent it led for Rs.1,25,000/ -  as claim ed.  

Therefore, grant  of com pensat ion of Rs.71,000/ -  by the Tribunal 

is not  just  and reasonable in the facts and circum stances of the 

case.  The appellants-claim ants are ent it led for a com pensat ion 

of Rs.1,25,000/ -  as claim ed. 

 

7 . I n the result , the appeal is allowed, m odifying the order, 

dated 11.04.2005, passed by the Tribunal, enhancing the 
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com pensat ion from  Rs.71,000/ -  to Rs.1,25,000/ -  with interest  at  

the rate of 7.5%  per annum  on the enhanced am ount  of 

com pensat ion from  the date of pet it ion t ill the date of deposit .  

The claim ants shall share the am ount  equally.  On deposit  of the 

com pensat ion, the appellants-claim ants are perm it ted to 

withdraw the ent ire am ount  along with the accrued interest .  

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

No order as to costs. 

 

                                                ______________________ 

              Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

20 th June, 2018 
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