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I¥ THE SUPREME COURT OF PIJI {WESTEZRY DIVISION)
AT LAUTOKA 000169
Civil Jurisdiction
Action No. 67 of 1980

GAURI SHANKAR a/0 Govind Wair Plaintiff

- and -

MOHAMMED TAKI s/o Mohammed Sadigq

Counsel for the
Counsel for ths

JUDGMENT

ig a running down action in which the firast defendant is sucod in

o

a8 the driver of a motor vehicle and the second deferdont og the

“ag assessed by the Court.

'he. first defendart does not scem to have entered an apperrance but the

apparently 1s content to procesd against the second defendent only

> nature of the injuries there must have besn a forceful inmpact.

;There iz no gerious digpute as to special damages indicated in evidence.

#hﬁiff was detained in hospital for 4 days from 4/3/79 to 7/3/79
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usive and his left arm was in plaster when he was dischorged. Thereafter

ten&ed a5 an out patient for 6 monthe nnd he lost 6 months employment.

a4 to moke visits to the hospital by taxis bscause of the unavailability

0. for taxis plus hospital charges of $1.80, a total of $483.80.
Jith regard to general damages the surgeon P.W. 1 siates thot th
intiff has a 20% disability. Such figures do not assist greatly when

5 déring general damages. I did learn from the medical witness that there

pable thot he will continue to cuperience discomfort in his left arm when

r'*f'_ied that this is an outcome of the accident.

fisations of dizziness and pain in his head. I believe hin and am satisfied

4 ois probably due to the head injury which created the scalp wound.

It wns elicited in cross-examination that the plaintiff is left-hamdad.

1

In the future, according to the medical evidence of P.Y. 1 the
eintif T could be affected by osteo arthritic changes in the left arm which

oken incressing the pain and discomfort which he now suffers from time

He i o humble, poorly psid labourer who probably had no extensive

creational hobbies or other such activities, Certninly loss of smenities

T assess the plaintiff's poin and suffering in the past and the discomfort
2in which will probably continue into the future as to his head and arm

the partial leoss of use at $%,000,00.

There iz the chonce that he mny be restricted {wther in the wrk he
His job involves the carrying of 4 gallon c¢ans of water vhich weigh
bs; He wntorg his employer's garden with these. One cannct easily
gééture as to whether bhe will have to cease work ecarlier in life than
 chcrwise have been the case. However 1t is a probability snd by no
:,?emoto and I think T should try to place a figufe upon it. I should

© 1t would be covered by an award of $2,000.00.
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Thercfore the general damsges total 35,000,000 and along with the speciel

L

gés produce a figure of $5,493.80 which T yound off to $5,500.00.

lThere will be judgment for the plainiiff as against the 2nd defendont
:5,500.00 and costs to be toxed.

(sgd.)
OKE 5 F.T. Willianms

4 Noverber, 1980 JUDGE




