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ORAL JUDGVENT

1. By way of this appeal the appellant has chall enged
the judgenent and award dated 14.09.1992 passed by the
Motor Accident Clains Tribunal, Valsad at Navsari in
MA C. Petition No. 406 of 1984 whereby Tribunal directed
the original opponent Nos. 1, 2 and 3 to pay jointly and
severally Rs. 54,930/- to the original applicant by way

of conpensati on.

2. The short facts of the case are that on 10/08/1984

an accident occurred in a collision between tanker and
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truck on Bonbay Bharuch H ghway. Therefore the original
applicant had filed a claim petition No. 406 of 1994 and
after hearing the Tribunal has awarded a sum of Rs.
72,000/ - by way of conpensation. The Insurance Conpany
has already paid an amount of Rs. 38,000/- to the

claimant for damage to the vehicle.

3. Learned advocate for the appellant has submtted
that the Tribunal ought to have appreciated the fact that
the claimant had already received Rs. 38,000/- for damage
caused to the vehicle and could not be given the sane
anount again. The idea of conpensation is to place the
person in the same position that he was prior to the

accident and not to permit himto nake doubl e benefit.

4. On perusal of the docunents placed on record it
appears that the Tribunal has cone to the concl usion that
the original applicant suffered damages because his truck
was badly damaged because of collusion and he clained the
petition and the Insurance Conpany has already paid an
amount satisfying the tortious liability of original
opponent Nos. 1, 2 and 3. No ground is nmade out to point

out that the finding of the Tribunal is in any way
erroneous. | am in conplete agreenent wth the

reasoni ngs adopted and the findings arrived at by the



FA/ 2759/ 1993 3/3 JUDGVENT

trial court.

5. In the premses aforesaid appeal is disnmssed. No

order as to costs.

(K.S.JHAVERI, J.)

Sur esh*



