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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

929 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 13917 OF 2024
IN FAST/32192/2024
THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER, OSMANABAD MEDIUM
PROJECT DIVISION, OSMANABAD.
VERSUS
APPARAO FAKIRAPPA TALWAR AND ORS
WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 13918 OF 2024
IN FAST/32192/2024

AND

930 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 310 OF 2025
IN FAST/34834/2024
NATIONAL INSURANCE CO LTD
VERSUS
MAYANK YOGENDRASING RAJPUT AND ORS

931 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 314 OF 2025
IN FAST/35173/2024
NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY LTD. THROUGH ITS
DIVISIONAL MANAGER
VERSUS
RAMESH GULABSINGH RAJPUT ( NANDEDKAR) AND ORS
WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 6250 OF 2025 IN FAST/35173/2024
CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 316 OF 2025 IN FAST/35173/2024

932 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 364 OF 2025
IN FAST/33977/2024
SHIVNANDA W/0O ANAND MAGRE AND ORS
VERSUS
THE MANAGER, M/S JAMUNA TRANSPORT
CORPORATION LTD., AND ORS
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936 APPEAL FROM ORDER NO. 24 OF 2025

SHAIKH AFSAR SHAIKH HABIB
VERSUS
SHAIKH HAMID SHAIKH HABIB AND OTHERS

WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 5528 OF 2025
IN AO/24/2025

937 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 2233 OF 2025
IN SAST/26219/2023
JIJABAI SUKHDEO ROHOKALE
VERSUS
DILIP BHIMAJI ROHOKALE

938 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 2234 OF 2025
IN SAST/26218/2023
AARTI RAJU ALIAS JANKU ROHOKALE
VERSUS
ASHWINI RAJU ALIAS JANKU ROHOKALE

939 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 2845 OF 2025
IN SAST/6649/2025
TULSIRAM SO MANIK WAGHMARE
VERSUS
SAYYED CHANDSAAB SAYYED MEHBOOB DECEASED
THR LRS KHAIRUNA SAYYED CHAND AND ORS
WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 2846 OF 2025
IN SAST/6649/2025

940 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 3770 OF 2025
IN SAST/8893/2025
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KHAJABEGUM W/0O HANNAN PATEL AND ORS
VERSUS
PEERSAB A. HANNAN PATEL AND OTHERS

WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 7229 OF 2025
IN CA/3770/2025

941 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 4300 OF 2025
IN SA/30/1999
ATMARAM NANASUKALE L.RS. MANIK AND OTHERS
VERSUS
BOLAJI KUNDLIK GAIKWAD (DIED) L.RS.UTTAM
B.GAIKWAD L.RS. GAUTAM
WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 4307 OF 2025
IN SA/30/1999

CORAM : SHAILESH P BRAHME, J.
DATE : 18™JULY 2025

PER COURT :
1. Time of six (6) weeks is granted to take steps against the

dead respondents as well as unserved respondents.

2. In case, fresh address is provided for the service of notice,

then notice shall be issued, returnable after six (6) weeks.

3. In case for some technical reasons, the notices are unserved,
re-issue notice to the unserved respondents, returnable six (6) weeks

thereafter.
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4. In case of remark of want of time, the time is extended by

six (6) weeks.

5. Interim relief, if any, to continue till the next date.

6. Private service is permitted.

SHAILESH P BRAHME
JUDGE

NATEEB..



