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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

REVIEW PETITION NO. 15 OF 2016
IN
WRIT PETITION NO. 7812 OF 2014

Ravindra S. Rane ... Petitioner
Vs.
Sandhya R. Rane Respondent

Mr. Dattatray P. Adarkar, Advocate for the petitioner.
Ms. Vrushali Maindad, Advocate for the respondent.

CORAM: MRS.MRIDULA BHATKAR, J.
(In Chamber)
DATE: 16™ June, 2016.
P.C.:
The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the petitioner

could not get any document to show the income of the respondent/wife.

2. In this Review Petition, the order passed by this Court dated 25™
June, 2015 in Writ Petition No. 7812 of 2014 is challenged. The Petition
challenging the amount of maintenance granted by the Family Court was

dismissed by the said order.

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that while
dismissing the Writ Petition, this Court has not considered that the

respondent/wife has not proved that she does not earn anything.

4. The learned counsel for the respondent opposed the Review Petition.
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5. I am of the view that this Review Petition is not falling within the

scope of Section 114 and Order 47(1) of Code of Civil Procedure. Hence,

the Review Petition is dismissed.

(MRIDULA BHATKAR, J.)
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