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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA
DHARWAD BENCH

DATED THIS THE 06™ DAY OF JULY 2021
BEFORE

~ THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE P. KRISHNA BHAT

MFA NO.20815 OF 2009 (W.C)

Y LTD., REGIONAL OFFICE,
COMPLEX, II FLOOR,

| ROAD, HUBLI-580020
...APPELLANT

R, BANGALORE
..RESPONDENTS
‘VAR ADV FOR




APPEAL COMING ON FOR FINAL HEARING THIS DAY, THE

IVERED THE FOLLOWING:
JUDGMENT

-!Thls is an appeal by the insurer calling in question the

-
Al
i

ty and validity of the award dated 14.11.2008 in WCA/NF



arate written statement denying all the material averments

e in the claim petition.

.“‘ P
4. During the enquiry, claimant examined himself as

.
~PW1 and he examined a qualified medical practitioner

;_-Umanath R Ullal as PW2. Ex.P1 to 8 were also marked. The
'Jpé"ant examined one of its officials as RW1 and policy of

insurance was marked as Ex.R2(1).

Upon consideration of the entire materials, learned

r of the claimant anc as «szinst the appellant and

mhpgedl counsel for the appellant-insurance

";]“ e,
wded that the claimant has stated in the claim

ExP3, which also reflects the

d that in Ex.P7, which is a
y issued by PW2-
g hon



mif»" Y2 of the right leg and assessment of 50% disability

l

‘1‘ Evsald limb was made by PW2 and no injury or deformity
m;oticed by him on the left leg. He, therefore, submits that
the medical evidence is contradictory and the learned

I‘»,issioner without noticing the said aspect has awarded
wen‘satlon and therefore, the claim petition is liable to be

) rH‘
!&L_:;) nissed.

Learned counsel appearing for the claimant-

matter may be remanded for fresh

nd .gertlflcate thls doctor had noticed
i ¥ '!.l' tm = .‘ \‘}
= in. Ex. P7-d|sab|I|ty
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on 19.05.2006 at 6.30 p.m. Ex.P7-disability certificate
5‘: same doctor i.e. PW2 had examined the claimant on
(297 for the purpose of issuing disability certificate. It is
vi?hat PW2 has indulged in malpractice as is obvious from

ntradictory observations made by him in Ex.P3 and Ex.P7.

such malpractice and therefore, he is not entitled to grant of

El y1
%

pensatlon In that view of the matter, the appeal is

be dismissed. Hence, the following: . g’ (&)
_' bs:.." 1! :

ORDE B\ =¥

The above appeal is ailoieed.

Reiihe judgment and award dated
2008 in WCA/NF No.143/2006 passed by

n's Compensation, Haveri, is set

,Q@tition is dismissed. farg™® grivug.
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Issue direction to the Karnataka Medical
~ Council to hold an inquiry into the professional
misconduct of Dr.Umanath R Ullal in issuing
two contradictory certiﬁcates in respect of
alleged injuries suffered by the claimant and
for the said purpose, registry to enclose along
with copy of this judgment, the copies of Ex.P3
and Ex.P7.

The Karnataka Medical Council, after
holding inquiry, shall submit a copy of the
report to the Additional Registrar General, High
Court of Karnataks, Dharwad Bench on or
before 31.12.2021.

Put up the case on receipt of such a

report.
Pt '

i In view of disposal of the appeal,
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