
Page No.# 1/3

GAHC010235472023

       

                               THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH) 

MACApp./108/2023

ICICI LOMBARD GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY LTD.
HAVING ITS REGISTERED OFFICE AND HEAD OFFICE AT ICICI BANK 
TOWERS
 BANDRA KURLA COMPLEX
 MUMBAI 400051 ITS ZONAL OFFIE AT APEEJAY HOUSE
 15 PARK STREET
 7TH FLOOR
 KOLKATA 700016 AND A BRANCH OFFICE AT KAMAKHYA TOWER
 3RD FLOOR
 OFFICE NO. 305 AND 306
 G S ROAD
 GUWAHATI 781005 ASSAM

 VERSUS

PUTULI NATH AND 4 ORS .
M/O SRI RAJIB KUMAR NATH 
RESIDENT OF VILLAGE MILAN NAGAR
 VIP 
 PS AZARA
 DIST KAMRUP ASSAM

2:SRI BIMAL CHANDRA NATH
F/O SRI RAJIB KUMAR NATH 
RESIDENT OF VILLAGE MILAN NAGAR
 VIP 
 PS AZARA
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 DIST KAMRUP ASSAM

 3:SRI JAGADISH NATH
B/O SRI RAJIB KUMAR NATH 
RESIDENT OF VILLAGE MILAN NAGAR
 VIP 
 PS AZARA
 DIST KAMRUP ASSAM

 4:SRI PRANJAL SAIKIA
S/O SRI RABIN SAIKIA 
RESIDENT OF VILLAGE KUWARIGAON
 NEAR GUWAHATI AIRPORT GATE
 BONGRA
 PS AZARA
 DIST KAMRUP 
 ASSAM 781017

 5:SRI DIGANTA DAS

S/O SRI SUREN DAS 
RESIDENT OF VILLAGE MADHYAM KHANDA
 NORTH GUWAHATI
 PS NORTH GUWAHATI 
 DIST KAMRUP ASSAM 781030
 ------------
 Advocate for : MS. P BORTHAKUR
Advocate for : MR D MONDAL appearing for PUTULI NATH AND 4 ORS .

                                                                                       

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICE MITALI THAKURIA

ORDER 
Date :  24-09-2025

 
Heard Ms. M. Saikia, the learned counsel for the appellant.  Also heard Mr.

D. Mondal, the learned counsel appearing for respondent nos. 1 & 3.

        It reveals from the Office Note that steps on respondent nos. 4 & 5 returned

unserved. 

In that context, Ms. Saikia submitted that she may be allowed to take
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steps on respondent nos. 4 & 5 through Dasti mode.

Prayer is allowed.

        Appellant to take steps on respondent nos. 4 & 5 through Dasti service.

        Further, it is submitted by Mr. Mondal that at present he is representing the

respondent  nos.  1  &  3  as  the  respondent  no.  2  already  died  during  the

pendency  of  the  present  appeal.  He  further  submitted  that  legal  heirs  of

respondent no. 2 is already on record. 

In that context, the learned counsel for the appellant submitted that the

name of respondent no. 2 may be struck out from the Cause Title of Memo of

Appeal.

Registry will do the needful.

        List  the  matter  after  puja  vacation,  as  on  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  the

Registry.      

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


