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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

REVIEW PETITION (ST) NO. 2643 OF 2020
IN
SECOND APPEAL NO. 856 OF 2019

Sayaji Pandurang Dabade and Anr. ... Applicants/Appellants
V/s.
Tukaram Nana Dabade and Anr. ... Respondents

Mr. Pramod N. Patil I.by Mr. Shyamsunder U. Solanke for the
applicant.

Mr. Mandar Bagkar I.by Mr. Chetan G. Patil for the respondent no.1.
Mr. Pravin M. Dabade for the respondent no. 2.

CORAM : SMT. SADHANA S. JADHAV, J
DATED : 26™ FEBRUARY 2020
PC. :

1. This is a review petition seeking review of the judgment
and order dated 3™ January 2020 passed by this Court after hearing

the respective parties.

2. The learned counsel for the review petitioner submits that
there are certain documents which were not brought on record before
this Court and neither the First Appellate Court. The learned counsel
has submitted that in fact, the Grampanchyat had challenged the grant
of sanad before the Superintendent of Land Records, Satara in the year

2010.
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3. Hence, it would not be appropriate to consider the same in

a Review Petition after disposing the second appeal on merits.

4. The suit was filed in the year 1996 and since 14 years, no
steps were taken by the Grampanchayat. The said issue is considered
in Paragraph Nos. 3 and 4 of the judgment and order dated 3™ January
2020 passed by this Court.

5. The issues framed by the learned counsel for the appellant
in 2™ appeal were only on facts no substantial question of law was
framed and same required no consideration, since this was an appeal
under section 100 of Code of Civil Procedure. There is no apparent
error on the face of record and hence the contentions raised in the

review petition deserves no consideration.

(SMT. SADHANA S. JADHAV, J)
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