I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 7225 OF 2010

R TAM L VELAN ... APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
NEW | NDI A ASSURANCE CO. LTD. & ANR ... RESPONDENT( S)
W TH

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 7226 OF 2010

V. MOHAN & ORS. ... APPELLANT( S)
VERSUS
NEW | NDI A ASSURANCE CO. LTD. & ANR . . . RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER
1. These appeal s are directed agai nst t he

j udgnent and order passed by t he Hi gh Court of
Judi cature at Madras in M scell aneous Appeal Nos. 2907

and 2906 of 2004, dated 13.11.2009.

2.
Signature Not Verified
The brief facts of the appeals are that one
Digitally signed by
NEETU KHAJURI A
Dat e: 2015.10. 10

14:58:55 | ST
Reason:
Balaji was driving a Motor Cycle along with R Tamil
2
Velan, the pillion rider and were going al ong the

Ennore Express Hi ghway, Chennai where they were hit by
a Tipper Lorry coning fromthe opposite side and as a
resul t t her eof R. Tam | Vel an sust ai ned serious

injuries and Bal aji succunbed to his injuries.

3. On t he claim petitions filed by R. Tami |
Vel an (O ai mant/ Appellant in C. A No.7225/2010) and V.

Mohan & O's. (claimants/fam|ly nenbers of Balaji in



C A No. 7226/ 2010) , t he Mot or Acci dent s Claim

Tri bunal , Chennai (for short, "the Tri bunal ") has
al | owed t he petitions and grant ed conpensati on of
Rs. 11, 00, 000/ - to t he appel I ant/ cl ai mant in G vi

Appeal No. 7225 of 2010 and Rs. 9, 82, 000/ - to t he

appel lants/claimants in Cvil Appeal No.7226 of 2010
along with interest at the rate of 9% per annum i n

bot h t he appeal s.

4. Aggri eved by the judgnent and order passed by
t he Tri bunal t he respondent - | nsur ance Conpany has

preferred appeal s before the H gh Court.
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5. The Hi gh Court has allowed the appeals of the

I nsurance Conpany and nodified the order passed by the

Tri bunal by reduci ng t he compensati on from
Rs. 11, 00, 000/ - to Rs. 8, 86, 600/ - in Civil Appea

No. 7225 of 2010 and from Rs. 9, 82,000/ to Rs.5, 20, 800/ -

in Cvil Appeal No.7226 of 2010.

6. Aggri eved by the judgnent and order passed by
the H gh Court the appellant(s)/claimant(s) in both

the appeal s are before us.

7. Heard | earned counsel for the parties to the

8. After carefully goi ng t hr ough t he i mpugned

j udgnent and order passed by the H gh Court as well as

t he mat eri al avail abl e on record, we are of t he
opi ni on t hat t he Hi gh Court was not justified in
reduci ng the conpensati on. In the result, both the

appeal s are allowed and the judgnment and order passed
by the H gh Court is set aside and the award passed by

the Tribunal is restored.
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9. The G vil Appeal s are di sposed of ,

accordi ngly.

............. cl .
(H L. DATTU)
............... J.
(ARUN M SHRA)
NEW DELHI ,
SEPTEMBER 29, 2015.
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| TEM NO. 77 COURT NO 1

SUPREMECOURTOF
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

G vil Appeal No(s) . 7225/ 2010
R TAM L VELAN
VERSUS
NEW I NDI A ASSURANCE CO. LTD. & ANR
(with office report)

W TH
C. A No. 7226/2010
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 29/09/2015 These appeal s were call ed
on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ARUN M SHRA
For Appellant(s) M P. Shorawal a, Adv.
Shruti Sen, Adv.

P. B. Suresh, Adv.
Vi pin Nair, Adv.
Prithu Garg, Adv.

JSS% 5%

For Respondent (s) P. B. Suresh, Adv.
Vi pin Nair, Adv.

Prithu Garg, Adv.

J==%

M. MP. Shorawal a, Adv.
Ms. Shruti Sen, Adv.

r Ms. Tenple Law Firm Adv.

Ms. Tenple Law Firm Adv.

SECTI ON Xl |

I NDI A

Appel | ant (s)

Respondent ( s)

UPON hearing the counsel the Court namde the follow ng

ORDER

The appeal s are disposed of in termns
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of the signed order.
In Vi ew of t he above, pendi ng
application(s), if any, stand di sposed of.

(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Vinod Kul vi)
Sr.P. A Assi stant Regi strar

(Signed order is placed on the file.)



