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JUDGMENT:   

The appeal is filed under Sect ion 173 of the Motor Vehicles 

Act , 1988 ( for short , ‘the Act ’) , by the appellant - I nsurance 

Com pany aggrieved by the order dated 22.03.2007 in 

O.P.No.3125 of 2005 on the file of the Motor Accident  Claim s 

Tribunal-cum - I I I  Addit ional Chief Judge, City Civil Court , 

Hyderabad ( for short , ‘the Tribunal’) . 

2. M.A.C.M.A.M.P.No.5286 of 2007 is filed by the 

appellant  to receive the docum ent  i.e., ident ity card of the 

deceased issued by the Elect ion Com m ission of I ndia.  

3. Heard the learned counsel for the appellant -

I nsurance Com pany and perused the record.    

4. No representat ion for the respondents-claim ants.  

This appeal is of the year 2007.  Hence, it  can be disposed of on 

m erits. 

5. Learned counsel for the appellant - I nsurance 

Com pany would contend that  as per the voter ident ity card, the 

age of the deceased was 51 years but  in the post -m ortem  

report , it  was m ent ioned as 40 years.  The Tribunal has taken 

the age of the deceased as 40 years, applied the m ult iplier ‘15’ 

and granted com pensat ion of Rs.5,02,000/ - , which is erroneous 

and ult im ately, prayed to reduce the sam e. 
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6. I n view of the subm issions m ade on behalf of the 

appellant , the points for determ inat ion are: -  

1. Whether the com pensat ion granted by the Tribunal is  

    liable to be reduced? 

2. Whether MACMA MP No.5286 of 2007 has to be  

    allowed? 

 

7. I t  is not  in dispute that  the deceased-Ram  Reddy 

died in a road accident  that  occurred on 20.09.2005 due to the 

rash and negligent  dr iving of the dr iver of the car bearing 

regist rat ion No.AP 09 AY 8171. The only dispute is with regard to 

applicat ion of appropriate m ult iplier to assess the com pensat ion 

for loss of dependency.  Basing on the oral and docum entary 

evidence as well as Ex.A2-copy of post -m ortem  report , the 

Tribunal took the age of the deceased as 40 years, applied 

relevant  m ult iplier and assessed the com pensat ion at  

Rs.4,80,000/ -  towards loss of dependency.  The Tribunal also 

granted Rs.10,000/ -  towards  loss of consort ium , Rs.2,000/ -  

towards funeral expenses and Rs.10,000/ -  towards loss of 

estate.  I n total, the Tribunal granted com pensat ion of 

Rs.5,02,000/ -  to the claim ants.   

8. When there is oral evidence and post -m ortem  report , 

there is nothing wrong on the part  of the Tribunal in taking the 

age of the deceased as per post -m ortem  report .  Even if the 

applicat ion to receive addit ional evidence is considered, there 

will not  be any change in the assessm ent  and award of 

com pensat ion.   
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9. I f the age of the deceased is taken as 51 years, 

there will be a slight  deviat ion in the figure of m ult iplier.  

Further, the Tribunal has not  granted com pensat ion under 

convent ional heads as per the decision of the Nat ion al  

I n su r an ce Com p an y  Lim i t ed  v . Pr an ay  Set h i  an d  o t h er s1 .   

I f the said decision is taken into considerat ion, there will be 

m uch difference with regard to assessm ent  and award of 

com pensat ion in favour of the claim ants. 

10. Under these circum stances, the appeal is dism issed.  

Consequent ly, M.A.C.M.A.M.P.No.5286 of 2007 is dism issed. 

The Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if any, pending shall stand 

closed.   There shall be no order as to costs. 

                    

______________________ 

                             Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

Date:  09.07.2018 
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