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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

SECOND APPEAL NO. 659 OF 2013
WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 1143 OF 2014

Shobhatai Ramchandra Patil … Appellant 
Versus

Ramchandra Ganp;ati Patil and another … Respondents

…..
Mr. S. S. Patwardhan for the Appellant.
Ms Akanksha Helaskar i/b A.M. Kulkarni for Respondent No.1.

…..

CORAM : SANDEEP K. SHINDE, J.

DATE     : 01st FEBRUARY, 2019.

P. C.:

1. Heard learned Counsel for the appellant.

2. Respondent  No.1-husband  had  filed  Hindu  Marriage

Petition No. 103 of 1996 for dissolution of marriage solemnized

with the appellant herein on 03/06/1994. The learned trial Judge

decreed the suit and dissolved the marriage. The decree of the

trial  Court  was  challenged in  Regular  Civil  Appeal  No.  228 of

2006 before the District Judge, Sangli. The appeal was dismissed

by the judgment and order dated 23/11/2012. It is against the

decree in the Regular Civil Appeal No. 228 of 2006, this appeal is

preferred.
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3. Heard  learned  Counsel  for  the  appellant.  Perused  the

judgments of  the Courts below. Both the Courts have rendered

the finding of facts, which is consistent with the evidence placed

on record by the parties.

4. The evidence has been elaborately discussed in paragraph

Nos. 11 and 12 by the learned Appellate Court, which needs no

reproduction looking at the fact of the case and essentially, the

findings of  fact.  In  my view the  appeal  does  not  give  rise  any

substantial  question  of  law,  the  same  is  therefore  dismissed.

Pending  civil  application  does  not  survive  and  is  disposed  of

accordingly. 

             ( SANDEEP K. SHINDE, J. )
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