IN THE H GH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

FI RST APPEAL No 28 of 1991

For Approval and Signature:

Hon' bl e ACTI NG CHI EF JUSTI CE MR JN BHATT
and
Hon' bl e MR JUSTI CE A. L. DAVE

1. Whether Reporters of Local Papers nmay be all owed . YES
to see the judgenments?

2. To be referred to the Reporter or not? : NO

3. Whether Their Lordships w sh to see the fair copy : NO
of the judgenent?

4. \Whether this case involves a substantial question : NO
of law as to the interpretation of the Constitution
of India, 1950 of any Order nmde thereunder?

5. Whether it is to be circulated to the concerned : NO
Magi st rat e/ Magi st rat es, Judge/ Judges, Tri bunal / Tri bunal s?

GQUJ STATE ROAD TRANSPORT CORPN
Ver sus
NATWARLAL HI MATLAL BRAHVBHATT

Appear ance:

1. First Appeal No. 28 of 1991
MR HARDI K C RAWAL for Petitioner No. 1
MR MIM HAKI M for Respondent No. 1

CORAM : ACTI NG CHI EF JUSTI CE MR JN BHATT
and
MR. JUSTI CE A. L. DAVE

Dat e of decision: 27/06/ 2003



ORAL JUDGEMENT
(Per : ACTING CH EF JUSTI CE MR JN BHATT)

By this appeal, the appellant - original opponent

- Qujarat State Road Transport Corporation, has assailed
the judgenent and award of the Mdtor Accident Cains
Tri bunal (Main) Baroda, passed on 19th January, 1990, in
MACP No. 684 of 1986, in which the Tribunal, upon
consideration of the facts and circumstances and on
exam nation of the evidence, reached to the conclusion
that the road accident which caused injuries to the
respondent in the appeal, was due to rash and negli gent
driving on the part of the driver of the bus, and
considering the nature and nunber of injuries sustained
by the original claimant, the type of avocation, the
extent of disablement, age and prospective loss of
ear ni ngs on account of permanent partial disablenment, and
al so the ampunt of pain, shock and suffering so far
suffered, and the victimof the road accident is likely
to suffer, reached to the conclusion that the respondent
before us - original petitioner, victimof road accident,
is entitled to compensati on of an aggregate anount of Rs.
63, 700/ -- for the negligent act on the part of the driver
of the ST bus. Hence, this appeal

2. W have heard | earned Advocate appearing for the
parties. Upon considering the factual mat ri x and
rel evant proposition of law, the injury resulting into
serious inpact of the vehicle, integrity of the victim
and t he period of treatnment in the hospital and
thereafter in the outdoor for long, and the extent of
permanent partial disablement to the extent of 50%
supported by the nedi cal evidence of Dr. Patel, we are
of the opinion that the anpbunt of conpensation awarded by
the Tribunal cannot be said to be unjust, unreasonable or
excessive, requiring our interference in exercise of our
appel | ate power. The appeal therefore deserves to be
dismissed while confirmng the inpugned judgenent and
awar d. The appeal shall therefore stand di smi ssed
wi t hout any order as to costs.

(J.N. Bhatt, Acting CJ.) (A L.Dave, J.)
*/ Mohandas



