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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD.

63 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 4217 OF 2025 
IN FAST/34254/2019

Nathu Laxman Vanole And Anr
Versus

Rajendra Jermalsingh Bal And Anr
…..

Shri. Ashutosh S. Kulkarni, Advocate for the Applicants
Shri. S. R. Bodale h/f Shri. S. V. Kulkarni, Advocate for Respondent No.2 

…..

CORAM :    NEERAJ P. DHOTE, J.

Dated     :   APRIL 15, 2025

PER COURT :-

. This is the Application by the Original Claimants in the Appeal for

substituted services on Respondent No.1. 

2. The Bailiff Report in respect of notice to Respondent No.1 shows

that Respondent No.1 was not available on the given address and his

brother refused to accept the notice.

3. According to the learned Advocate for the Applicants, the RPAD

Report is to the effect that ‘addressee left’.  In this view of the matter, the

Applicants are permitted to serve Respondent No.1 by way of substituted

services  i.e.  by  pasting  the  notice  on  the  last  known  address  of

Respondent  No.1  and  also  by  way  of  paper  publication  in  terms  of

prayer clause ‘A’.  Application stands disposed off accordingly.  

( NEERAJ P. DHOTE, J. )

GGP
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