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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 (CIVIL.) NO. 255 OF 2004

RAJNI & ORS.                                                               Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

HETRAM MITTAL & ORS.                                                       Respondent(s)

WITH T.P.(CRL) NO. 180 of 2004

T.P.(CRL) NO. 201 of 2004
                                             (With appln(s) for stay)

Date: 31/01/2005  These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN
        HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE AR. LAKSHMANAN

For Petitioner(s)         Mr. G.P. Srivastava, Adv.
                          Dr. Kailash Chand,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. Pallav Shishodia, Adv.
                          Mr. D.N. Mishra,Adv.

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

                The transfer petitions are dismissed as infructuous.

                 (J.S. Rawat)                                            (Kanwal Singh)
                Court Master                                              Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)

                           IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

              CIVIL/CRIMINAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

              TRANSFER PETITION (C) NO. 255 OF 2004



 
Rajni & Ors.                                                                  Petitioner (s)

                                                        Versus

Hetram Mittal & Ors.                                                        Respondent (s)

                              With
                        T.P. (Crl.) No. 180 of 2004.
                        T.P.(Crl.) No. 201 of 2004.

                              O R D E R       

         Heard.

         Counsel for the petitioners states that the dispute between the

parties has been settled outside the Court and in this view of the matter,

he does not wish to press the present petitions.  

         Accordingly,   the   Transfer   Petitions   are   dismissed   as   having

become infructuous.

                                         .....................................................
J.
                                         (ASHOK BHAN)

New Delhi;                               .....................................................
.

J.
January 31, 2005.    (Dr. AR. LAKSHMANAN)


