IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
C M. P. No. 178 0f 2020

Dinanath Hazam ... e Petitioner

Lilawati Devi and Ors. e Opp. Parties

For the Petitioner : Mr. Roshan Kr. Singh, Advocate
For the OP No. 2-4, 6-8, 10 : Mr. Manish Kumar, Advocate
Oral Order

16 / Dated : 13.08.2025

From the office note, it appears that the notices have been served
validly on all the opposite parties except opposite party nos. 33, 1(b), 24(a),
24(b), 24(d), 40(a) and 40(b) whose notices have been returned unserved,
So far the other opposite parties are concerned, the notices were either
received in person or by their family members or in some cases, they
refused to accept the notice.

Under the circumstance, the notices are declared to be validly served
on them.

So far as the opposite parties, whose notices have been returned
unserved, are concerned, learned counsel for the petitioner is directed to
serve notice upon them through the pleader representing the opposite
parties before the Court below under Order III Rule 5 read with Order 41
Rule 14 of C.P.C. for which, requisites etc., under ordinary process must
be filed within a week of the order.

With respect to opposite party no. 22(a), as per the report, he has died
during pendency of the civil misc. petition.

Therefore, the petitioner/appellant is directed to take appropriate
steps with regard to substitution.

Vakalatnama has been filed on behalf of opposite party nos. 2-4, 6-8
and 10 which is accepted.

List this case after two weeks.

(Gautam Kumar Choudhary, J.)

Samarth



