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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

INTERIM APPLICATION NO. 425 OF 2021
IN

FIRST APPEAL NO. 1144 OF 2018
WITH

CROSS OBJECTION (St.) NO. 4779 OF 2020
IN

FIRST APPEAL NO. 1144 OF 2018

Bajaj Allianz General Insurance Co. Ltd.
…
Applicant/Appellant
(Org. Insurer)

              Versus
Meghna Suresh Parekh and Anr. …Respondents

….
Mr. D.S. Joshi, Advocate for Applicant/Appellant.
Mr. S.S. Jinsiwale, Advocate for Respondent No.1.

….

CORAM :K. R. SHRIRAM &
RAJESH S PATIL, JJ.

DATED :30th JANUARY 2023

P.C.: 

The Application is for leave to serve Respondents by

substituted service. Respondent No.1 is present in Court. As regards

Respondent No.2, the only statement made is that Respondent No.2

was proceeded exparte before MACT Mumbai and seems to be not

interested in appearing in the proceedings throughout by avoiding

service of notice of present First Appeal also by not providing correct
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address. In our view, this is a most absurd explanation anybody could

make. We say it because Applicant was the insurer of the vehicle and

would certainly have the address of Respondent No.2 in the insurance

policy issued. Appellant would also have copy of the registration

certificate of the vehicle in which the address of Respondent No.2

could be found. There is not even an averment in Application that the

address given in the cause title is the same address as was available in

the insurance policy and in the registration certificate. When we

brought this to the notice of Mr.Joshi, Mr.Joshi sought leave of the

Court to file a further affidavit. We are not inclined to grant an

opportunity because there is no averment that any attempt to serve

Respondent No.2 at the address given in the insurance certificate or in

the registration certificate was ever made. Therefore, Application

rejected.

3 Appellant to serve Respondent No.2 at the address given

in the insurance policy as well as in the registration certificate of the

vehicle that was insured with Appellant by hand delivery. 

   (RAJESH S. PATIL, J.)          (K. R. SHRIRAM, J.)


