
 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE T.AMARNATH GOUD 

 

M.A.C.M.A. No.1345 OF 2009 

 

JUDGMENT: 

 

This appea l is filed  by the appellant-c la imant aggrieved  by the 

Order and  Dec ree da ted  27.12.2005 passed  in M.V.O.P.No.191 of 

2005 by the Motor Ac c idents Cla ims Tribuna l-c um-IV Add itiona l 

Distric t and  Sessions Judge (Fast Trac k Court), Sidd ipet (for short, the 

Tribuna l). 

 

2. The b rief fac ts of the c ase a re tha t on 27.09.2004, while the 

c la imant and  two other passengers were returning from Yetigadda  

Kistapur Village in an Auto bearing No.AP-23-U-3084 and  when the 

Auto reac hed  Ra jesh Poultry Farm, the d river of the sa id  Auto 

dashed  aga inst a  Cyc le and  Hero Honda  Sp lendor, whic h was 

c oming from the opposite d irec tion, as a  result of whic h, the sa id  

Auto turned  turtle on the road  and  the c la imant and  other two 

passengers rec eived  b leed ing injuries.  In the sa id  ac c ident, the 

c la imant susta ined  frac ture injury on her left shoulder, left elbow and  

rec eived  injuries a ll over the body.  Therefore, the c la imant has filed  

the above M.V.O.P. c la iming c ompensa tion of Rs.1,00,000/ -.   

 

3. Before the Tribuna l, the 2nd respondent filed  c ounter denying  

averments in the c la im petition and  c ontended  tha t the amount 

c la imed  is exc essive and  p rayed  to d ismiss the c la im petition.   
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4. After c onsidering  the ora l and  doc umenta ry evidenc e on 

rec ord , the Tribuna l c ame to the c onc lusion tha t the ac c ident 

oc c urred  due to the rash and  neg ligent d riving  by the d river of the 

Auto and  awarded  a  c ompensa tion of Rs.15,080/ - with interest @  

7.5 % per annum from the da te of petition till the da te of rea liza tion.  

Dissa tisfied  with the quantum of c ompensa tion awarded , the 

appellant has filed  the p resent appea l, seeking enhanc ement of 

c ompensa tion. 

 

5. Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive parties and  

perused  the materia l on rec ord . 

 

6. Before the Tribuna l, the appellant got examined  herself as 

P.W.1 and  got examined  PW.2 (Orthoped ic  Surgeon) and  got 

marked  Exs.A.1 to A.13 on beha lf of appellant.  On beha lf of 2nd 

respondent, none were examined  exc ep t marking Ex.B-1-c opy of 

polic y.  After c onsidering  the ora l and  doc umenta ry evidenc e, the 

Tribuna l awarded  a  c ompensa tion of Rs.15,080/ -.  Henc e, this Court 

feels tha t the sa id  c ompensa tion awarded  by the Tribuna l is very 

meager and  the same requires enhanc ement.  After perusing the 

rec ord , this Court is of the c onsidered  view tha t it would  be just and  

reasonab le to grant a  sum of Rs.16,965/ - towards med ic a l b ills, a  

sum of Rs.6,000/ - towards one month sa la ry and  a  sum of Rs.5,000/ - 

towards shoulder frac ture as per the evidenc e of PW.2.  This Court is 

not inc lined  to interfere with the other amounts awarded  by the 

Tribuna l and  the same rema ins una ltered .  Thus, the c la imant is 



  

3 

entitled  for a  tota l c ompensa tion of Rs.39,545/ -  (Rs.16,965/ - + 

Rs.6,000/ - + Rs.5,000/ - + Rs.10,000/ - + Rs.1,000/ - + Rs.580/ - = 

Rs.39,545/ -)   

 

7. In the result, the Motor Ac c ident Civil Misc ellaneous Appea l is 

pa rtly a llowed  enhanc ing the c ompensa tion amount awarded  by 

the Tribuna l from Rs.15,080/ - to Rs.39,545/ - (Rupees thirty nine 

thousand  five hundred  and  forty five only).  The enhanc ed  amount 

sha ll c a rry interest @ 7.5% per annum.  Misc ellaneous petitions 

pend ing, if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 

 
 

_____________________ 

                                            T.AMARNATH GOUD, J 

Date: 18.06.2019 

Prv 

 


