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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

APPEAL FROM ORDER NO.692 OF 2015 
WITH

CIVIL APPLICATION NO.845 OF 2015

Veena K. Seppaya and Anr.         ...Appellants
Vs

Parmeet Avnish Seppayya and Anr.   ... Respondents
…

Mr. Tushar Narayan Sonawane for the Appellants. 

None for Respondents.

     CORAM : SANDEEP K. SHINDE J.
     DATE  : JANUARY 12, 2022. 

     

P.C. :

Heard  Mr.  Sonawane,  the  learned  counsel  for  the

appellants/Original Defendant Nos.1 and 2 in Special Civil Suit No.99

of 2013 pending on the file of Civil Judge, Senior Division at Thane.

Respondent No.1-Plaintiff, is daughter-in-law of the appellants. She

instituted the suit seeking grant of succession certificate under Section

372 of the Indian Succession Act, 1925, partition and possession of

the suit properties described in paragraph 2 of the plaint. Pending

suit, plaintiff, moved an application for interim reliefs. The learned
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Joint  Civil  Judge,  Senior  Division  granted  interim  application  by

which  the  defendants  were  restrained  from  alienating  the  suit

property. That order was passed in October, 2013 and, therefore, I

am not inclined to interfere with the order after nine years. Instead,

I  think it  expedient in  the interest  of  the parties  to request  the

learned Civil Judge, Senior Division to dispose of the Special Civil

Suit No.99 of 2013 expeditiously and preferably within one year from

today, i.e., on or before 31st January, 2023. 

2 That for the reasons afore-stated, appeal is disposed of.

3 Since  the  appeal  itself  has  been  disposed  of,  nothing

survives in the application therein and same is also disposed of.

4 It  is  made  clear  that  I  have  not  heard  appellants  on

merits.

      (SANDEEP K. SHINDE, J.)
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