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JUDGMENT:   

 

 

Aggrieved by the grant  of com pensat ion of Rs.1,05,630/ -  as 

against  a claim  of Rs.3,00,000/ - , vide order, dated 03.11.2004, 

passed in O.P.No.754 of 2000 by the Chairm an, Motor Accident  

Claim s Tribunal-cum - I  Addit ional Dist r ict  Judgem , West  Godavari at  

Eluru ( ‘the Tribunal’,  for brevity) , 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 Standing Counsel for the 3 rd respondent -

I nsurance Com pany and perused the record.  Despite list ing this 

m at ter under the capt ion “For Orders” , there is no representat ion 

for the appellant -claim ant .  This appeal is of the year 2005.  

Hence, this appeal can be disposed on m erits, basing on the 

m aterial available on record, without  wait ing for both the learned 

counsel for the appellant -claim ant  to advance argum ents.   

 

3 . The learned Standing Counsel for the 3 rd respondent -

I nsurance Com pany would contend that  the Tribunal just ified in 

grant ing a com pensat ion of Rs.1,05,630/ -  in favour of the 

appellant -claim ant  after deduct ing depreciat ion of 35%  keeping in 

view the m odel of the dam aged van bearing regist rat ion No.AP-31-

T-7293.  There are no circum stances to vary the im pugned order 

and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the appeal by confirm ing the 

order under challenge. 

 



 

 

2 

 

 

4 . As seen from  the im pugned order, The Tribunal, relying on 

the docum entary evidence under Exs.A.6 and A.7 and the oral 

evidence on record, assessed the dam age caused to the van 

bearing regist rat ion No.AP-31-T-7293 as Rs.1,70,201/ - .  The said 

finding of the Tribunal is based on record.  There is nothing to take 

a different  view.  Adm it tedly, the m odel of the subject  van bearing 

regist rat ion No.AP-31-T-7293 is 1994.  So, the Tribunal r ight ly 

deducted 35%  towards depreciat ion and Rs.5,000/ -  towards 

salvage and awarded a com pensat ion of Rs.1,05,630/ -  in favour of 

the appellant -claim ant .  The Tribunal r ight ly assessed and granted 

com pensat ion in favour of the appellant -claim ant .  There is nothing 

to take a different  view.  There are no circum stances to enhance 

the com pensat ion.  The appeal is devoid of m erit  and is liable to be 

dism issed. 

 

5 . I n the result , the appeal is dism issed.  No costs. 

Pending Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, shall stand closed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                ____________________ 
              Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 
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