Pooja Vs. Vaibhav

ORDER BELOW EXH. NO. 1 IN CRI. M.A. No.207/2025
(Passed on dated 20.12.2025)

This is a case of seeking relief of maintenance under
Sec.144 of BNSS. Roznama indicates that, notice was issue to
the non-applicant several time but it could not be served
thereafter, the applicant vide application (Exh.4) requested to
issue notice through RPAD. Said application allowed, notice was
accordingly issued. The envelope of RPAD dated 20.12.2025
(Exh.5) indicates the remark “Not claimed”. It amounts to due
service of notice. Therefore, it is sufficient to infer that the non-
applicant despite having a knowledge has refused to accept the
notice. Therefore, the case is proceeded ex-parte against the non
applicant.
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