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Adv. Sainand Chaugule present for the Applicant
 

               Heard learned advocate Sainand Chaugule for

the  the  applicant.  According  to  him,  during  the

pendency of the appeal, the sole respondent (claimant)

died on 17.12.2015. However, the appellant-insurance

company  did  not  take  steps  to  bring  the  legal

representatives of the deceased respondent on record.

He also submits that the First Appeal stood dismissed

for  non-compliance  of  conditional  order  dated

13/02/2015.  He  also  submits  that  the  application

moved  by  the  legal  representatives  of  deceased

respondent before the learned MACT, Mumbai seeking

withdrawal  of  the  claim  amount  has  been  dismissed

with a direction to move the Hon’ble High Court in R.C.

No. 819 of 2016 seeking directions about payment of

deposited amount. 

             There are certain objections mainly to the effect

that the applicants were not a party to the First Appeal,

and  that,  the  appellant  had  not  moved  any  Interim

Application  for  bringing  on  record  the  legal

representatives of the deceased respondent on record
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in the appeal. 

             Considering the submissions made by the

learned  advocate  for  the  applicants  as  well  as  the

objections raised by the office, the applicant is directed

to take necessary recourse of law. The office is directed

to  place  the  matter  before  the  Hon’ble  Court  after

vacation. 

                                                                     Sd/-
                                                REGISTRAR (JUDL-II)

sat-R(J-II)-06.05.2026


