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 This appeal, under Sect ion 173 of Motor Vehicles Act , 1988, is 

filed by the appellant / pet it ioner, challenging the order, dated 

29.11.2004, passed in O.P.No.1243 of 2001 by the XI I  Addit ional 

Chief Judge (Fast  Track Court ) , City Civil Court , Hyderabad, 

whereby, on a pet it ion filed by the appellant / pet it ioner under 

Sect ion 166 of the Motor Vehicles Act , 1988 ( for short , ‘the Act ’)  

claim ing com pensat ion of Rs.1,00,000/ -  with interest  at  24%  per 

annum  and costs for the injur ies sustained by her in a m otor 

accident , the Court  below awarded com pensat ion of Rs.12,500/ -  

with interest  at  9%  per annum  from  the date of filing of pet it ion t ill 

the date of deposit .  

 

2 .  Heard Sri P. Ram akrishna Reddy, learned counsel for the 

appellant / pet it ioner, Sri V.Sam basiva Rao, learned standing counsel 

for Respondent  No.4/ United I ndia I nsurance Com pany and Sri 

T.Ram ulu, learned standing counsel for Respondent  No.2/ New I ndia 

Assurance Com pany and perused the record. 

 

3 . The learned counsel for the appellant / pet it ioner would 

contend that  the appellant / pet it ioner has suffered grievous injur ies 

on wrist  and head etc., in the subject  m otor accident .  Though the 

appellant / pet it ioner incurred considerable m edical expenses, the 

Court  below granted only Rs.12,500/ -  towards m edical expenses, 

which is m eager and ult im ately prayed to enhance the 

com pensat ion as prayed for.  
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4 .    Learned Standing Counsel for respondent  Nos.2 & 4/ I nsurance 

Com panies would contend that  the appellant / pet it ioner did not  

suffer any fracture injury.  There are no receipts to show m edical 

expenses incurred by the appellant / pet it ioner.  The Court  below is 

just ified in awarding a com pensat ion of Rs.12,500/ -  with interest  at  

9%  per annum  from  the date of filing of the pet it ion t ill the date of 

deposit  and ult im ately prayed to dism iss the Civil Miscellaneous 

Appeal. 

 

5 .  As seen from  the record, Ex.A.4 is m edical cert ificate of the 

appellant / pet it ioner, which reveals that  the appellant / pet it ioner 

suffered blunt  injury on left  wrist  joint  and another blunt  injury on 

the overhead.  As r ight ly contended by the learned Standing 

Counsel for respondent  Nos.2 & 4/ I nsurance Com panies, there is no 

m ent ion of fractured injury in Ex.A.4.  Adm it tedly, the 

appellant / pet it ioner has not  filed any m edical receipts and also 

docum ents to establish the m edical expenses said to have been 

incurred by her.  While calculat ing the com pensat ion, the Court  

below had awarded com pensat ion under different  counts such as  

t ransportat ion charges, m edical t reatm ent  and ext ra nourishm ent , 

loss of earnings, dam ages towards clothing, pain and suffer ing and 

for two sim ple injur ies and in all,  granted com pensat ion of 

Rs.12,500/ - , taking into account  the earning capabilit ies etc., 

prevailed in the year 2000.  The Court  below is just ified in grant ing 

com pensat ion as indicated above. There is nothing to take a 

different  view.  

 

6 . I t  is contended that  since the subject  t ractor- t railer was 

insured with the respondent  Nos.2 & 4/ insurance com panies, the 
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Court  below ought  to have directed the respondent  Nos.2 & 

4/ insurance com panies to pay com pensat ion awarded joint ly and 

severally,  along with other respondents.  Adm it tedly, a group of 

people, including the appellant / pet it ioner, were t raveling in the 

subject  t ractor- t railer on the date of accident .  There is violat ion of 

term s and condit ions of the insurance policy.  I n the connected 

m at ters vide C.M.A.Nos.2949 of 2011 and 3641 of 2011, this Court ,  

vide order dated 19.12.2011, was pleased to exonerate the 

respondent  Nos.2 & 4/ I nsurance Com panies from  its liabilit y.  

Under these circum stances, the t r ibunal just ified in passing the 

order under challenge and there is nothing to interfere with the 

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

 

7 . Accordingly, the MACMA is dism issed. No costs. 

   Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this Appeal, shall 

stand closed. 

  
______________________ 

Dr . SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 

28 th Novem ber, 2019 

Vvr 


