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            S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                         RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.) NO(s). 84 OF 2013

DEEPAK AGNIHOTRI & ORS.                           Petitioner(s)

                 VERSUS

PREM KUMAR KAPOOR                                 Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay and permission to appear and  argue  in  person  and
office report ))

Date: 11/11/2013  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE VIKRAMAJIT SEN

For Petitioner(s)        Petitioner-In-Person

For Respondent(s)        Mr. Gopal Krishna, adv.
No. 2                    Dr. S.K.Verma, Adv,

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

                 The transfer petition is dismissed as infructuous in  terms
      of the signed order.

      |(Shashi Sareen)                        | |(Veena Khera)                         |
|Court Master                           | |Court Master                          |

                         (Signed order is placed on the file)

                                    IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
                         CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

                         TRANSFER PETITION (CRL.)  No. 84 OF 2013

|DEEPAK AGNIHOTRI AND ORS.                              |...|  Petitioner(s)   |

|                      Versus                                                   |

|PREM KUMAR KAPOOR                                      |...|  Respondent(s)    |

                                 O R D E R

         Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the  parties  have



     amicably  settled  all  outstanding  disputes  pursuant  to  which  an
     application for withdrawal of Criminal Case No. 86 of  2012  (Old  No.
     700 of 2009) titled Prem Kumar Kapoor    Vs.  Deepak  Kumar  Agnihotri
     pending before Learned Judicial Magistrate-2, District Court, Aligarh,
     U.P. has also been filed,.  He submits that in the light of  the  said
     settlement and  the  application  for  withdrawal  of  the  complaint,
     nothing really  survives for consideration in this transfer  petition.
     Petitioners No. 2 who appears in person for himself and on  behalf  of
     remaining petitioners has no information about the making of any  such
     application for withdrawal.  Be that as it may, since learned  counsel
     for the respondent has made a submission on instructions,  we  see  no
     reason to disbelieve that submission.   We  accordingly  dismiss  this
     petition as infructuous reserving liberty for

     the petitioner to have this petition revived in case the complaint  in
     question is not dismissed as withdrawn.

                                       .......................J.
                                         (T.S.THAKUR)
                                                                           t

                                  .......................J.
                                                      (VIKRAMAJIT SEN)

New Delhi,
November 11, 2013


