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JUDGMENT:   

Dissat isfied with the quantum  of com pensat ion of 

Rs.91,303/ -  awarded by the Com m issioner for Workm en’s 

Com pensat ion and Assistant  Com m issioner of Labour- I I  Circle, 

Guntur, vide order, dated 11.02.2004, passed in W.C.Case 

No.13 of 2003, as against  the total claim  of Rs.2,00,000/ - , the 

claim ant  preferred this appeal under Sect ion 30 of the 

Workm en’s Com pensat ion Act , 1923 ( ‘the Act ’,  for brevity)  

seeking enhancem ent  of com pensat ion. 

2. Heard the learned counsel for the appellant -

applicant , learned counsel for the 2nd respondent- I nsurance 

Com pany and perused the record.   

 

3. Learned counsel for the appellant -applicant  would 

contend that  the Assistant  Com m issioner of Labour, had taken 

wages of the appellant  as Rs.2,434/ - , it  ought  to have taken 

Rs.2,587/ - .  Further, the Assistant  Com m issioner of Labour had 

granted interest  @ 8%  per annum  only.  The applicant  had 

suffered perm anent  disabilit y. So, he is ent it led for 100%  loss of 

earnings. The Com pensat ion granted by the learned Assistant  

Com m issioner is m eagre and ult im ately prayed to enhance the 

sam e as claim ed. 

 

4. On the other hand, learned counsel for the 

respondent  would contend that  the learned Assistant  

Com m issioner had taken his m onthly wages on the date of 
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accident  and awarded interest  @ 8%  per annum  after com put ing 

the com pensat ion payable to the appellant -applicant .  There is 

no infirm ity in the im pugned order and prayed to dism iss the 

appeal. 

 

5. There is no dispute with regard to the appellant -

applicant  sustaining injur ies in an accident  that  occurred on 

10.10.2001 while he was working under 1st respondent ’s van 

bearing No A.P. 7U 4950.  The only dispute is with regard to 

quantum  of com pensat ion and interest  awarded thereon.  While 

dealing with the subject  m at ter of the appeal, learned Assistant  

Com m issioner had taken m onthly wages of appellant  as 

Rs.2,434/ -  basing on G.O.Ms.No.30 dated 27.07.2000.  The age 

of the appellant  was 30 years at  the relevant  point  of t im e.  

Hence, the learned Assistant  Com m issioner taken the 

corresponding factor as ‘207.98’, assessed the com pensat ion 

payable at  Rs.91,303/ -  and awarded interest  @ 8%  per annum  

thereon.  Since the suitable factor is applied and loss of earnings 

for 30%  disabilit y was assessed correct ly, the sam e cannot  be 

faulted.  Hence, this Court  is not  inclined to interfere with the 

im pugned order.  However, the interest  awarded by the 

Assistant  Com m issioner of Labour at  8%  per annum  is enhanced 

to 12%  per annum  from  the date of accident  t ill the date of 

deposit . 

6.  Accordingly, this appeal is allowed in part  m odifying 

the order, dated 11.02.2004, passed by the Com m issioner for  

Workm en’s Com pensat ion and Assistant  Com m issioner of 

Labour- I I  Circle, Guntur in W.C.Case No.13 of 2003, only to the 
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extent  of awarding interest  @ 12%  per annum  on the 

com pensat ion from  the date of accident  t ill the date of deposit .  

The other term s of the order under challenge rem ain unaltered.  

On deposit  of the com pensat ion, the appellant -claim ant  is 

perm it ted to withdraw the ent ire am ount  with interest . 

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

There shall be no order as to costs. 

    

                                           ______________________ 

             Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

29 th June, 2018 
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