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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE  JURISDICTION

REVIEW PETITION (ST.) No.32899 OF 2014
IN

WRIT PETITION NO.10172 OF 2013

1.The Chairman, Shri.Shankarrao Shinde Shikshan 
Mandal & Anr. ... Petitioners

Vs.
1.Shri.Sakharam Mahadeo Mohangekar & Ors. ... Respondents

---

Mr.M.S.Topkar , for the Applicants/Petitioners.

Mr.Bandiwadekar, for Respondent No.1.

---
CORAM : G. S. KULKARNI, J.

DATE    : 24  MARCH,  2015
----

P.C. :

1. Heard Mr.Topkar,  learned Counsel appearing for the review 

petitioners and Mr.Bandiwadekar, learned Counsel for respondent No.1 – 

employee.

2. The  only  contention  as  urged  on  behalf  of  the  Review 

Petitioners is that the communication dated 17 July 2005 of the petitioners-

Institution and the reply dated 7 August 2005 of the respondent – employee 

were not  considered in  deciding the Writ  Petition in  question.   It  is  not 
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disputed on the part of the Review Petitioners that these documents were 

neither  part  of  the   paper  book  nor  were  relied  upon  by  the  Review 

Petitioners in the review petition as also no ground in this regard was urged 

in  the  petition.   Mr.Bandiwadekar,  learned Counsel  for  respondent  No.1 

submits that even before the Tribunal, this issue was not urged on behalf by 

the Review Petitioners.

3. Having  considered  the  grounds  as  raised  in  the  Review 

Petition as well  as the judgment and order dated 14 July 2014 which is 

sought to be reviewed,  I find that there is no error apparent on the face of 

record.  Even otherwise, there is no ground for review.  The Review Petition 

is rejected.

(G.S.KULKARNI, J.)

 


