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CGHC010118172023   

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

MAC No. 560 of 2023

MANOJ PATLE versus SHIV PRASAD KASHYAP 

MAC/601/2023

Order Sheet

12/08/2026 Mr. Anand Kesharwani, counsel for the appellant(s) in 

both the appeals.

Ms. Mansi Bande, Advocate on behalf of Mr. Sourabh 

Sharma, counsel for respondent No. 3 in both the appeals.

None  for  the  respondents  No.  1  &  2  in  MAC  No. 

560/2023.

In  MAC  No.  601/2023,  notice  to  respondent  No.  1 

remained  unserved  due  to  refusal,  and  respondent  No.  2 

remained unserved as he is not residing at the given address.

Heard on I.A. No. 01/2023, application under Section 5 

of Limitation Act, filed in both the appeals. 

Upon due consideration and for the reasons mentioned 

in the applications, I.A. No. 01/2023, filed in both the appeals 

are allowed.

Delay of 66 days in filing both the appeals is condoned.

Also heard on admission.

Admit.

Learned counsel for the appellant orally prayed that the 

issuance of notice to respondent No. 1 & 2, who are the driver 

and owner of the offending vehicle, may be dispensed with as 
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the  liability  of  payment  of  compensation  is  upon  the 

insurance  company,  which  has  already  entered  its 

appearance.

Learned counsel appearing for the insurance company 

has no objection to this proposition put forth by the counsel 

for the appellant.

Accordingly, the issuance of notice to respondents No. 1 

and 2 is dispensed with.

List the matters for final hearing after two weeks. 

Sd/-
(Sanjay Kumar Jaiswal)

Judge
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H.L.Sahu

			Mr. Anand Kesharwani, counsel for the appellant(s) in both the appeals.

	Ms. Mansi Bande, Advocate on behalf of Mr. Sourabh Sharma, counsel for respondent No. 3 in both the appeals.

	None for the respondents No. 1 & 2 in MAC No. 560/2023.

	In MAC No. 601/2023, notice to respondent No. 1 remained unserved due to refusal, and respondent No. 2 remained unserved as he is not residing at the given address.

	Heard on I.A. No. 01/2023, application under Section 5 of Limitation Act, filed in both the appeals. 

	Upon due consideration and for the reasons mentioned in the applications, I.A. No. 01/2023, filed in both the appeals are allowed.

	Delay of 66 days in filing both the appeals is condoned.

	Also heard on admission.

	Admit.

	Learned counsel for the appellant orally prayed that the issuance of notice to respondent No. 1 & 2, who are the driver and owner of the offending vehicle, may be dispensed with as the liability of payment of compensation is upon the insurance company, which has already entered its appearance.

	Learned counsel appearing for the insurance company has no objection to this proposition put forth by the counsel for the appellant.

	Accordingly, the issuance of notice to respondents No. 1 and 2 is dispensed with.

	List the matters for final hearing after two weeks.  

							

							Sd/-

(Sanjay Kumar Jaiswal)

Judge
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