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             IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

                    ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL  JURISDICTION

  
             MISC.PETITION NO.18 OF 2010

Kapil Dev Magon )….Petitioner
            V/s.
Master Anant Gajaria )....Respondent

 WITH

      NOTICE OF MOTION NO.3547 OF 2010

 IN

 SUIT NO.3097 OF 2010

 ----
Mr.Rajiv  Narula  I/by  M/s.Jhangiani,  Narula  &  Associates   for
petitioner.
None for respondent..

----

                CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J   

                 DATE     : 9.1.2019

P.C.:-

1. Heard  Mr.Narula  for  petitioner  and  also  considered  the

petition.   None  present  for  respondent  though  served.   Mr.Narula

relies upon  affidavit  of  one Tambe affirmed on 9.1.2019 to prove

service.  Mr.Narula also states that respondent's Advocate Mr.Sudhir

Vinayak Adavarte informed Mr.Narula's clerk Sadashiv Kotian that he

will  remain  present  in  the  court  today.   Despite  which,  he  is  not

present.   There  is  no  affidavit  opposing  the  petition  on  record.

Mr.Narula states he has not received any such affidavit opposing the

petition.
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2. Therefore,  petition allowed in terms of  prayer  clause-(a)

and accordingly disposed. 

 (K.R.SHRIRAM,J) 

KJ
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