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CIVIL APPELLATECIVIL APPELLATE  JURISDICTION JURISDICTION 

REVIEW PETITION NO. 5 OF 2024

IN

 CIVIL REVISION APPLICATION NO. 176 OF 2024

Khurshid Shaikh Nanhu 
(Since Deceased through legal heirs)
1. Shri Altaf Nanhumiyan Shaikh and ors.

.. Petitioners
                  Versus

Sayyed  Nawab  Sayyed  Ahmad
(Since  Deceased  through  legal  heirs)
1A.  Suraiya Rafique Khan and ors .. Respondents

....................

 Mr.  Bharat L. Gandhi i/b Ms.Poonam Kotkar, for the Petitioners.

 Mr. Prashant D. Patil a/w Mr.Raghvendra Kulkarni, for Respondents.

................…

CORAM :   SANDEEP V. MARNE, J.

DATE :   AUGUST 13, 2024
P. C.  :  

1.  Heard learned counsel appearing for the Review Petitioners. After

considering the submissions canvased by the learned counsel, I do not

find any  error  apparent  on face  of  record  in  the  judgment.   In  fact,

certain fresh material is sought to be relied upon in the Review Petition

which was not brought to the notice of the Court when the order dated

19/06/2024 was passed.  In my view, therefore, this cannot be a ground

for exercising review jurisdiction.
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2.  The Review Petition is dismissed.

                                        [ SANDEEP V. MARNE, J. ] 
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