
THE HON’BLE Dr . JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

M.A.C.M.A.No .9 9 1  o f  2 0 0 5  

 

JUDGMENT:   

 

 

Aggrieved by the grant  of com pensat ion of Rs.25,000/ -  as 

against  a claim  of Rs.2,50,000/ -  by the XI  Addit ional Chief Judge 

(FTC) , City Civil Court , Hyderabad, vide order, dated 30.09.2004, 

passed in O.P.No.2318 of 2002, the claim ant  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 appellant -claim ant , the learned 

Standing Counsel for APSRTC represent ing the respondents 1 and 2 

and perused the record. 

 

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

that  the appellant -claim ant  had suffered grievous injur ies in the 

m otor accident  that  occurred on 27.07.2002 due to the rash and 

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

No.AP-11-Z-29.  He claim ed a com pensat ion of Rs.2,50,000/ - .  The 

Tribunal granted a com pensat ion of Rs.25,000/ - , which is m eagre 

and ult im ately prayed to enhance the com pensat ion as claim ed. 

 

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

APSRTC represent ing the respondents 1 and 2 would contend that  the 

Court  below had taken all the relevant  factors into considerat ion and 

granted just  and reasonable am ount  as com pensat ion.  There are no 

circum stances to enhance the sam e and ult im ately prayed to dism iss 

the appeal.  
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5 . I t  is not  in dispute that  the appellant -claim ant  suffered one 

grievous and two sim ple injur ies in the m otor accident  that  occurred 

on 27.07.2002 due to the rash and negligent  driving of the dr iver of 

the APSRTC bus bearing regist rat ion No.AP-11-Z-29.  So, the only 

point  that  ar ises for determ inat ion in this appeal is whether the 

appellant -claim ant  is ent it led for enhancem ent  of com pensat ion as 

claim ed. 

 

6 . The Court  below, after analysing the ent ire evidence on record, 

awarded com pensat ion to the appellant -claim ant  as detailed below. 

1 . On e g r iev ou s in j u r y  Rs.5 ,0 0 0 / -  

2 . Tw o  sim p le in j u r ies Rs.1 ,0 0 0 / -  

3 . Med ica l  ex p en ses as 

ev id en ced  b y  Ex .A.8  

b i l l s. 

Rs.2 ,9 4 5 / -  

4 . Disab i l i t y  est im at ed  

b y  m e at  5 %  on  t h e 

in com e o f  Rs.2 ,5 0 0 / -  

p .m . w i t h  m u l t ip l ier  

1 6  

Rs.1 6 ,0 0 0 / -  

TOTAL Rs.2 5 ,9 4 5 / -  

 

7 . The Court  below assigned valid reasons for grant ing the said 

am ount  as com pensat ion to the appellant -claim ant .  I n view of the 

facts and circum stances of the case, the com pensat ion of Rs.25,000/ -  

granted in favour of the appellant -claim ant  by the Court  below is just  

and reasonable.  There are no circum stances to interfere with the 

sam e.  The appeal is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be dism issed. 

 

 I n the result , the appeal is dism issed. 

 Miscellaneous Pet it ions pending, if any, shall stand closed.  No 

order as to costs. 

 

                                                ____________________ 
              Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

09 th July, 2018 
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